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The  proposed  land  use  plan  amendment  contains  wilderness  recommendations  on 
483,050  acres  of  public  land  in  northeastern  Nye  County,  Nevada.   The  action 
responds  to  the  mandate  of  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  to  review  all  public  land  roadless  areas  of  5,000  acres 
or  more  and  roadless  islands  having  wilderness  characteristics;  determine 
their  suitability  or  nonsuitability  for  wilderness  designation;  and  report 
these  suitability  recommendations  to  the  President  no  later  than  October  21, 
1991. 

For  further  information  contact:   Mr.  Leslie  A.  Monroe,  Tonopah  Resource  Area 
manager  at  Building  102  Military  Circle  or  P.O.  Box  911,  Tonopah,  Nevada  89049 
or  call  (702)  482-6214. 

Date  final  statement  was  made  available  to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
and  the  Public: 
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SUMMARY 

The  purpose  of  this  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  is  to  analyze  the 
proposals  to  recommend  suitable  or  nonsuitable    eight  Wilderness  Study  Areas 
(WSAs)  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area,  Battle  Mountain  District  for  inclusion  in 
the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) .   This  EIS  assesses  the 
environmental  consequences  of  managing  all  eight  WSAs  as  wilderness, 
nonwilderness ,  and  partial  wilderness. 

The  eight  WSAs  being  studied  are  listed  below: 

WSA  Name  Number  Acreage 

Kawich  NV-060-019  54,320 

Rawhide  Mountain  NV-060-059  64,360 

Morey  Peak  NV-060-190  20,120 

Fandango  NV-060-191  40,940 

Palisade  Mesa  NV-060-142  99,550 

The  Wall  NV-060-163  38,000 

South  Reveille  NV-060-112  106,200 

Blue  Eagle  NV-060-158/199  59,560 


ISSUES 

The  scoping  process  for  the  Tonopah  Wilderness  EIS  encompassed  issues 
identified  by  the  BLM  staff,  by  the  public  during  formal  scoping  comment 
periods,  at  public  meetings  held  in  Tonopah  and  Reno  (in  June  1982),  and  from 
comments  on  the  draft  EIS  by  the  public  and  by  Federal,  State  and  local 
agencies.   During  the  scoping  period,  there  was  consultation  with  the  Nevada 
State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  concerning  the  presence  or  absence  of 
cultural  resources  in  the  WSAs  that  would  be  eligible  for  nomination  for 
listing  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.   The  United  States  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  was  consulted  concerning  the  potential  effects  of 
wilderness  designation  on  threatened  or  endangered  species.   The  environmental 
issues  identified  for  analysis  in  this  EIS  as  a  result  of  the  scoping  process 
include  the  following  for  all  WSAs: 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction. 

The  following  issues  were  analyzed  for  specific  WSAs  only: 
Kawich  WSA 


Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Populations.  <^^«/V ■  «  ^' 
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Morey  and  Fandango  WSAs 

Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Populations. 

South  Reveille  WSA 

High  Erosion  Potential  Watershed. 

Summary  of  Alternatives  and  Conclusions 

The  alternatives  assessed  in  this  EIS  include:   (1)  a  No  Wilderness 
Alternative  for  each  WSA,  (2)  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  for  each  WSA,  and 
(3)  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  for  each  WSA. 
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KAWICH  WSA  NV-060-019) 

Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  proposed  action,  the  entire  54,320  acres  of  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.  Impacts  anticipated  from 
this  action: 

Wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  would  be  lost. 

Access  for  recreational  ORV  use  would  be  improved  and  accelerated  ORV  use 
would  occur,  but  would  remain  below  1,300  visits  annually. 

Areas  of  high  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  moderate  potential  for 
oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources  would  be  available  for  development. 

The  maintenance  of  four  miles  of  existing  fence,  Three  miles  of  pipeline, 
and  two  spring  developments  for  livestock  management  would  continue. 
Livestock  grazing  use  would  continue. 

About  9,620  acres  of  pinyon  and  juniper  within  the  WSA  would  be  thinned 
for  browse  re-establishment.   The  impact  of  mineral  and  energy  exploration 
and  development  could  reduce  the  mule  deer  population. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  54,320  acres  of  public  land 
in  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Wilderness  values  would  be  slightly  enhanced  on  all  54,320  acres  of  the 
Kawich  WSA. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  920  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.   The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

Development  of  areas  of  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal 
would  be  foregone.   Development  of  precious  metals  would  be  foregone 
except  for  the  three  mines  expected  to  meet  all  validity  tests.   These 
include:   an  underground  mine  at  Eden  Creek,  about  109  acres  in  size;  an 
open  pit  mine  at  Tobe  Spring,  about  20  acres  in  size;  and  a  precious 
metals  mine  in  the  Breen  Ranch  area,  about  5  acres  in  size. 

Grazing  facility  maintenance  of  four  miles  of  fence  and  two  spring 
developments  would  not  be  affected.   Grazing  use  would  continue. 
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The  manipulation  (thinning)  of  9,620  acres  of  mule  deer  habitat  would  be 
foregone.   This  would  be  offset  by  the  elimination  of  most  exploration  and 
development  of  precious  metals  and  oil  and  gas  or  geothermal  resources 
within  the  WSA.   The  impact  to  mule  deer  populations  would  be  a  possible 
increase. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  45,220  acres  of  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  9,600  acres  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  the  45,220  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  all  wilderness  values  would 
be  maintained.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve  slightly  because  of  the 
elimination  of  500  visits  of  recreational  0RV  use  annually.   On  the  9,600 
acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  continued 
recreational  0RV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  500  visits  per  year  would  be  foregone  on  the 
45,220  acres  designated  wilderness.   The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

On  the  9,600  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  500  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  areas  of  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal 
resources  would  be  foregone  on  45,220  acres  within  the  WSA.  Development 
of  2,560  acres  with  high  potential  for  metallic  minerals  would  be  foregone 
except  for  the  three  mines  expected  to  meet  all  validity  tests.   These 
include:   an  underground  mine  at  Eden  Creek,  about  10  acres  in  size;  an 
open  pit  mine  at  Tobe  Spring,  about  20  acres  in  size;  and  a  precious 
metals  mine  in  the  Breen  Ranch  area,  about  5  acres  in  size.   All  other 
areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  resources  and  areas  of  low 
potential  would  be  foregone  on  45,220  acres  recommended  suitable. 

Potential  metallic  mineral  resources  on  9,600  acres  would  be  available  for 
development. 

Grazing  facility  maintenance  of  four  miles  of  fence  and  two  spring 
developments  would  not  be  affected.   Grazing  use  would  continue. 

Nondesignation  of  9,600  acres  could  result  in  a  reduction  of  mule  deer 
populations  in  that  area  due  to  increased  ORV  use  and  increased 
exploration  and  development  of  areas  of  good  potential  for  metallic 
minerals . 

Designation  of  45,220  acres  would  benefit  the  mule  deer  population. 
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RAWHIDE  MOUNTAIN  WSA  (NV-060-059) 


Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  proposed  action,  the  entire  64,360  acres  of  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Because  of  mining  activities,  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA's  wilderness  values 
of  size,  naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be 
lost. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  accelerate  due  to  increased  access  up  to  1,500 
visits  annually. 

Areas  of  high  and  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  moderate 
potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources  would  be  available  for 
development . 

Maintenance  of  one  spring  development  would  not  be  affected.  Proposed 
range  improvements  would  be  implemented.   There  is  no  impact  to  grazing 
facility  maintenance  or  construction. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  64,360  acres  of  public  land 
in  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Wilderness  values  would  be  slightly  enhanced  on  all  64,360  acres  of  the 
Rawhide  Mountain  WSA. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  1,000  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.   The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

Areas  of  high  and  good  potential  for  metallic  minerals  would  be  foregone 
except  for  two  mines  which  are  expected  to  meet  all  validity  tests:   an 
underground  gold  mine  at  Tybo  Canyon,  about  15  acres;  and  an  open  pit  gold 
mine  in  the  Little  Rawhide  Mountain  area,  about  50  acres. 

The  existing  spring  development  would  be  maintained.   A  proposed  well 
would  not  be  developed  in  the  WSA.   This  would  affect  access  to  water  for 
cattle  and  would  have  some  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

About  41,960  acres  of  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation  and  22,400  acres  would  be  recommended  nonsuitable 
for  wilderness  designation. 
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On  the  41,960  designated  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve  slightly  because  of  the 
elimination  of  recreational  ORV  use.   The  area's  most  spectacular  scenery, 
naturalness,  and  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  solitude  would 
be  retained.   On  the  22,400  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would 
be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude 
because  of  continued  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  41,960  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  800  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.  The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

On  the  22,400  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  1,000  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  most  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on 
41,960  acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  22,400  acres  would  be 
available  for  mineral  development. 

On  the  41,960  acres  designated,  grazing  use  would  continue.  Maintenance 

of  three  miles  of  pipeline  would  not  be  affected.   The  planned  three  miles 

of  pipeline,  four  miles  of  fence,  and  a  wall  would  be  completed  on  the 
22,400  acres  not  designated. 


M0REY  WSA  (NV-060-191) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  14,560  acres  of  the  Morey  WSA  would  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  5,560  acres  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  the  14,560  acres  designated  wilderness,  all  wilderness  values  would  be 
maintained.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve  slightly  because  of  the 
elimination  of  approximately  150  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use.   The 
areas  most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness,  and  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  and  solitude  would  be  retained.   The  Bristlecone 
pine,  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  South  Sixmile  Canyon  and  the  proposed 
National  Natural  Landmark  areas  would  be  protected  from  increased 
recreational  ORV  use  and  disturbance  from  mineral  exploration.   On  the 
5,560  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction 
of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  continued 
recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  14,560  acres  designated 
wilderness.   The  one  mile  of  way  within  the  designated  area  would  remain 
open  and  150  ORV  visits  would  be  expected  annually. 
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On  the  5,560  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase  but  would  not  exceed  50  visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  14,560 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  5,560  acres  would  be  available  for 
mineral  development. 

Grazing  use  would  continue.   Maintenance  of  two  miles  of  pipeline  would 
not  be  affected. 

The  manipulation  of  pinyon- juniper  encroachment  on  5,620  acres  would  be 
foregone  within  the  14,560  acres  recommended  suitable.   Approximately 
1,000  acres  of  mechanical  manipulation  of  pinyon- juniper  encroachment 
would  be  accomplished  within  the  5,560  acres  recommended  nonsuitable.   The 
overall  impact  to  mule  deer  populations  would  be  beneficial. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  20,120  acres  of  Morey  WSA 
would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

There  would  be  a  slight  improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  because 
of  the  elimination  of  approximately  200  visits  of  recreational  ORV. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  200  visits  annually  would  be  foregone  on  the 
20,120  acres  designated  wilderness.   The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

Development  of  areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and 
moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources  would  be 
foregone . 

Grazing  would  continue.   Maintenance  of  two  miles  of  pipeline  would  not  be 
affected.  No  new  improvements  are  anticipated. 

The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  would  be  a  beneficial  effect 
on  mule  deer  population. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Morey  WSA  with  the 
Fandango  WSA  by  closing  the  South  Sixmile  Road,  adjusting  boundaries,  and 
closing  and  rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

On  the  46,300  acres  designated  wilderness,  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve 
slightly  because  of  the  elimination  of  approximately  500  visits  of 
recreational  ORV  use.   The  area's  most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness, 
and  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  solitude  would  be 
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retained.   On  the  14,760  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a 
slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of 
continued  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  46,300  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.  The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

On  the  14,760  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase  to  about  1,000  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  46,300 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  14,760  acres  would  be  available  for 
mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   Grazing  would  continue.  Maintenance  of  the  spring 
developments,  pipelines,  and  fence  would  not  be  affected.   One  mile  of 
pipeline  would  be  completed  and  3,500  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be 
completed.  , 

The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  of  46,300  acres  would  be 
beneficial  to  mule  deer  population.   Nondesignation  of  14,760  acres  would 
result  in  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  this  Alternative,  the  20,120  acre  Morey  WSA  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

There  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  accelerated  recreational  ORV  use  and 
mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use.  ORV  use  would  increase 
but  remain  under  300  visits  annually. 

Areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals,  oil  and  gas  resources 
and  geothermal  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   There  would 
be  no  impact  on  development  of  mineral  resources. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   Two  miles  of  pipeline  would  be  maintained.   No  new 
developments  are  anticipated. 

The  impact  of  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development  would  reduce 
the  mule  deer  population.  There  would  be  a  reduction  in  the  condition  of 
the  range  offset  slightly  be  vegetative  manipulation. 
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FANDANGO  (NV-060-190) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  31,740  acres  of  the  Fandango  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  9,200  acres  would  bo 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  the  31,740  acres  designated  wilderness  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  reduce  slightly 
because  of  approximately  500  visits  of  recreational  0RV  use.   The  area's 
most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness,  and  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  and  solitude  would  be  retained.   On  the  9,200  acres  not 
designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  increased  recreational  0RV  use. 

Recreational  0RV  use  would  be  continue  on  the  31,740  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  expected  annually. 

On  the  9,200  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase  to  about  200  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future, 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  31,740 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  9,200  acres  would  be  available  for 
mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   The  spring  developments,  pipelines,  and  fence  would  be 
maintained.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  completed. 

The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  of  31,740  acres  would  be 
beneficial  to  mule  deer  population.   Nondesignation  of  9,200  acres  would 
result  in  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population. 

Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  40,940  acres  of  the  Fandango 
WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  40,940  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight  improvement  of  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude  because  of  the  elimination  of  approximately  700 
visits  of  recreational  ORV  use.   There  would  be  a  slight  decrease  in  the 
area's  naturalness  opportunities  for  solitude  on  1,900  acres  in  the  Cow 
Canyon  area  of  the  WSA  because  of  maintenance  and  the  concentration  of 
grazing  facilities  in  the  area. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  40,940  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  700  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.  The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 
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Areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  moderate  potential 
for  oil  and  gas  geothermal  resources  would  be  foregone. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction. 
Two  miles  of  fence,  five  miles  of  pipeline,  and  five  spring  developments 
would  be  maintained.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  constructed  within  the 
WSA. 

Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Morey  WSA  with  the 
Fandango  WSA  by  closing  the  South  Sixmile  Road,  adjusting  boundaries,  and 
closing  and  rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

On  the  46,300  acres  designated  wilderness,  all  wilderness  values  would  be 
maintained.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve  slightly  because  of  the 
elimination  of  approximately  500  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use.   The 
area's  most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness,  and  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  and  solitude  would  be  retained.   On  the  14,760  acres 
not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  increasing 
recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  46,300  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.  The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

On  the  14,760  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase  to  about  1,000  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  46,760 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  14,760  acres  would  be  available  for 
mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   The  five  spring  developments,  seven  miles  of  pipeline,  and 
two  miles  of  fence  would  be  maintained.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be 
completed.   About  3,500  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be  completed. 

The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  of  45,220  acres  would  be 
beneficial  to  mule  deer  population.   Nondesignation  of  9,600  acres  would 
result  in  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  the  40,940  acre  Fandango  WSA  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
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On  40,940  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  accelerated 
recreational  ORV  use.   In  the  Cow  Canyon  area  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a 
moderate  reduction  of  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  because  of  the  concentration  of  maintenance  activity  in  the  area. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use.   ORV  use  would  increase 
but  not  exceed  1,000  visits  annually. 

Areas  of  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  and  geothermal 
resources  would  be  available  for  development.   There  would  be  no  impact  on 
development  of  mineral  resources. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  completed  and  approximately 
1,500  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be  accomplished. 

The  impact  of  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development  would 
decrease  the  mule  deer  population  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

PALASADE   MESA  WSA   (NV-060-142/162) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

On  the  66,110  acres  designated  wilderness,  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  slightly  reduce 
because  of  approximately  600  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use.   The  areas 
most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness,  and  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  and  solitude  would  be  retained.   On  the  33,440  acres  not 
designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitide  because  of  increasing  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  the  same  on  the  66,110  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  600  visits  would  be  expected  annually. 

On  the  33,440  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase  to  about  600  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  66,110 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  33,440  acres  would  be  available  for 
mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   The  five  spring  developments  and  water  impoundment  would  be 
maintained.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be  completed. 
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Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  99,550  acres  of  the  Palisade 
Mesa  WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  all 
wilderness  values  would  be  protected  by  legislative  mandate. 

On  99,550  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight  improvement  of  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude  because  of  the  elimination  of  approximately  500 
visits  annually  of  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  99,550  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  600  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.  The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

Development  of  areas  of  moderate  Potential  for  metallic  minerals  and 
moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  would  be  foregone. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction.   A  water  impoundment  and  five  spring  developments  would  be 
maintained.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be  completed. 

Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  with 
the  The  Wall  WSA  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road,  adjusting  boundaries, 
and  closing  and  rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

On  the  113,870  acres  designated  wilderness,  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve 
slightly  because  of  the  elimination  of  approximately  1,000  visits  of 
recreational  ORV  use.   The  area's  most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness, 
and  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  solitude  would  be 
retained.   On  the  23,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a 
slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of 
increased  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  113,870  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  1,000  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.   The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

On  the  23,680  acre  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase  to  about  500  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  113,870 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  23,680  acres  would  be  available  for 
mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   A  water  impoundment  and  spring  development  would  be 
maintained.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be  completed. 
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Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  no  wilderness  alternative,  the  entire  99,550  acres  of  the  Palisade 
Mesa  WSA  would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  not  be  lost. 

There  would  be  no  significant  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use.   ORV  use 
would  remain  below  600  visits  annually. 

Areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  oil  and  gas 
resources  would  be  available  for  development.   There  would  be  no  impact  on 
development  of  mineral  resources  in  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction 
in  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA.  A  water  impoundment  and  spring  development 
would  be  maintained.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be  completed. 

THE  WALL  WSA  (NV-060-163) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  30,320  acres  of  The  Wall  WSA  would  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  7,680  acres  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  the  30,320  acres  designated  wilderness,  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  reduce  slightly 
because  of  approximately  300  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use.   The  area's 
most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness,  and  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  and  solitude  would  be  retained.   On  the  7,680  acres  not 
designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitide  because  of  continued  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  continue  on  the  one  mile  of  cherrystem  road 
that  would  remain  open  on  the  30,320  acres  designated  wilderness  and  300 
visits  would  be  expected  annually. 

On  the  7,680  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  300  visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   One  spring  development  and  one  mile  of  fence  would  be 
maintained. 
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Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  38,000  acres  of  The  Wall  WSA 
would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

There  would  be  a  slight  improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  because 
of  the  elimination  of  approximately  250  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  on 
38,000  acres  annually. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  38,000  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  250  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.  The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction. 

Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  with 
the  The  Wall  WSA  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road,  adjusting  boundaries, 
and  closing  and  rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

On  the  113,870  acres  designated  wilderness,  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve 
slightly  because  of  the  elimination  of  approximately  1,000  visits  of 
recreational  ORV  use.   The  area's  most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness, 
and  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  solitude  would  be 
retained.   On  the  23,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a 
slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of 
continued  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  113,870  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  1,000  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.   The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

On  the  23,680  acre  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  500  visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  113,870 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  23,680  acres  would  be  available  for 
mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  no  wilderness  alternative,  the  entire  38,000  acres  of  The  Wall  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
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The  Wall  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  and  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  would  not  be  lost. 

h1^011?^116  ^^  W°Uld  be  accesslble>  recreational  ORV  use  would  remain 
below  400  visits  annually.   There  would  be  no  significant  impact  on 
recreational  ORV  use.  p     n 

in'The'wan  WSA?°  ^^  "  ^^  faCiUty  maintenance  or  construction 

SOUTH  REVEILLE  WSA  (NV-060-112) 
Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  33,000  acres  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  73,200  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  the  33,000  acres  designated  wilderness,  naturalness  and  opportunities 
tor  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  reduce  slightly 
because  of  approximately  900  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use.   The  area's 
most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness,  and  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  and  solitude  would  be  retained.   On  the  73,200  acres  not 
designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitide  because  of  continued  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  continue  on  the  one  mile  of  cherrystem  road  and 
one  mile  of  way  on  the  33,000  acres  designated  wilderness  and  995  visits 
would  be  expected  annually.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  continue  on  the 
one  mile  of  cherrystem  road  and  one  mile  of  way  within  the  area  designated. 

On  the  73,200  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  1,000  visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  33,000 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  73,200  acres  would  be  available  for 
mineral  development.   One  small  precious  metals  mine  and  a  small  producing 
oil  field  is  anticipated. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   One  water  impoundment  and  five  spring  developments  would  be 
maintained.   Two  springs  and  a  well  could  be  developed. 

Rainfall  on  poorly  placed  roads,  cleared  areas,  and  disturbed  soil  as  a 
result  of  mineral  exploration  and  development  could  cause  soil  erosion  on 
these  watersheds. 
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Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  106,200  acres  of  the  South 
Reveille  WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  106,200  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight  improvement  of  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfmed 
recreation  and  solitude  because  of  the  elimination  of  approximately  2  700 
visits  of  recreational  0RV  use.   There  would  be  a  slight  decrease  in  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  Fang  Ridge  area 
of  the  WSA  because  of  maintenance  of  concentrated  grazing  facilities  in 
the  area. 

Recreational  0RV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  106,200  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  2,700  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.   The  impacts  o£ 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

Development  of  areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and 
moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources  would  be 
foregone.   One  small  precious  metals  mine  is  anticipated. 

The  development  of  one  well  would  be  foregone,  limiting  water  availability 
for  livestock  grazing  management. 

Some  impact  is  expected  to  this  high  erosion  potential  area  due  to  the 
development  of  a  small  precious  metals  mine  on  this  watershed. 

Alternative  B 

Alternative  B  is  the  same  as  the  proposed  action. 

Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  the  entire  106,200-acre  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  South  Reveille  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  increase  to  about  4,000  visits  annually.   There 
would  be  no  significant  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 

Areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals,  oil  and  gas,  and 
geothermal  resources  would  be  available  for  exploration  and  development 
There  would  be  no  impact  on  development  of  mineral  resources  m  the  South 
Reveille  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction 
in  the  South  Reveille  WSA. 

Some  accelerated  erosion  in  high  erosion  potential  areas  may  occur  due  to 
increased  exploration  and  development  of  metallic  minerals  leading  to 
rainfall  on  poorly  placed  roads,  cleared  areas,  and  disturbed  soil. 
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BLUE  EAGLE  WSA  (NV-060-158/199) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  51,350  acres  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  8,960  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  the  51,350  acres  designated  wilderness,  values  of  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would 
be  preserved.   The  area's  most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness,  and 
?rStie8  f°r  primitive  recreation  and  solitude  would  be  retained.   On 
the  8,960  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitide  because  of 
increased  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  continue  on  five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  and 
12  miles  of  ways  on  the  51,350  acres  designated  wilderness  and  400  visits 
would  be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  8,960  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase  to  about  100  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  51,350 
acres.   Potential  mineral  resources  on  8,960  acres  would  be  available  for 
energy  and  mineral  development. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   Five  spring  developments  would  be  maintained.   Six  miles  of 
pipeline  would  be  completed. 

Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  59,560  acres  of  the  Blue 
Eagle  WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  59,560  acres  of  the  WSA  there  would  be  a  slight  improvement  of  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude  because  of  the  elimination  of  approximately  670 
visits  of  recreational  ORV  use.   There  would  be  a  slight  decrease  in  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  northeastern  area 
of  the  WSA  because  of  concentrated  grazing  facilities  in  the  area. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  59,560  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  670  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.  The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

Development  of  areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  high 
potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  would  be  foregone. 
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There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction.   Five  spring  developments  would  be  maintained.  Six  miles  of 
pipeline  would  be  completed. 

Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  this  alternative,  59,350  acres  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  960  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

On  the  59  350  acres  designated  wilderness  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve 
slightly  because  of  the  elimination  of  approximately  500  visits  of 
recreational  ORV  use.   The  areas  most  spectacular  scenery,  naturalness, 
and  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  solitude  would  be 
retained.   On  the  960  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a 
slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitide  because  of 
increased  recreational  ORV  use. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  59,350  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.  The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

On  the  960  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  100  visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Development  of  960  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and 
400  acres  of  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  would  be  foregone. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction. 

Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  59,560  acres  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  increase,  but  remain  below  670  visits 
annually.   There  would  be  no  significant  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 

Areas  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  high  potential  for 
oil  and  gas  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   There  would  be 
no  impact  on  development  of  mineral  resources  in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction 
in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA. 
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CHAPTER  1 

INTRODUCTION  AND  PLANNING  PROCESS 

PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION 


PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  PLAN  AMENDMENT 

The  purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action  is  to  manage  and  preserve  the  wilderness 
characteristics  on  234,080  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area, 
Battle  Mountain  District.   "To  secure  for  the  American  people  of  present  and 
future  generations  the  benefits  of  an  enduring  resource  of  wilderness" 
(Wilderness  Act  1964).   Approximately  249,720  acres  would  be  released  to 
management  under  multiple  use  for  purposes  other  than  preservation  as 
wilderness . 

This  EIS  assesses  the  environmental  consequences  of  managing  all  eight  WSAs  as 
wilderness,  nonwilderness  and  partial  wilderness.   This  planning  effort  is 
needed  to  select  and  establish  a  resource  of  wilderness  values  for  inclusion 
in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

The  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  (FLPMA)  directs  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  (BLM)  to  manage  the  public  lands  and  their  resources  under 
the  principles  of  multiple  use  and  sustained  yield.   Section  603  of  FLPMA 
requires  a  wilderness  review  of  BLM  roadless  areas  of  5,000  or  more  acres  and 
roadless  islands.   The  BLM  inventory  process  identified  Wilderness  Study  Areas 
(WSAs)  which  have  the  mandatory  wilderness  characteristics  of  size, 
naturalness,  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and/or  primitive  recreation. 
Suitable  or  nonsuitable  wilderness  recommendations  for  each  WSA  will  be 
presented  to  the  President  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.   The  President 
will  then  make  recommendations  to  the  Congress.   Areas  can  be  designated 
wilderness  only  by  an  act  of  Congress.   If  designated  as  wilderness,  an  area 
would  be  managed  in  accordance  with  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 

The  eight  WSAs  being  studied  are  not  covered  by  the  Tonopah  Management 
Framework  Plan  (MFP).   Therefore,  designating  any  of  the  Wilderness  Study 
Areas  as  wilderness  would  not  be  in  conformance  with  the  land  use  plan  as  it 
is  currently  written.   It  will  be  necessary  to  amend  the  management  framework 
plan  if  Congress  officially  designates  any  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  as 
wilderness. 

LOCATION 

Located  in  central  Nevada,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  Battle  Mountain 
District  encompasses  approximately  14  million  acres,  of  which  about  11  million 
areas  are  public  lands  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM). 
The  Battle  Mountain  District's  Tonopah  Resource  Area  includes  approximately 
6.1  million  acres  of  public  land  in  Nye  and  Esmeralda  Counties,  Nevada  (see 
location  Map).  The  eight  Wilderness  Study  Areas,  totaling  483,050  acres  of 
public  land  administered  by  the  BLM,  are  located  in  the  eastern  half  of  the 
Tonopah  Resource  Area  (Wilderness  Study  Areas  Map) . 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUE  IDENTIFICATION/ SCOPING 

The  scoping  process  for  the  Tonopah  Wilderness  EIS  encompassed  issues 
identified  by  the  BLM  staff,  by  the  public  during  formal  scoping  comment 
periods,  at  public  meetings  held  in  Tonopah  and  Reno  (in  June  1982),  and  from 
comments  on  the  draft  EIS  by  the  public  and  by  Federal,  State  and  local 
agencies.   During  the  scoping  period,  there  was  consultation  with  the  Nevada 
State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  concerning  the  presence  of  absence  of 
cultural  resources  in  the  WSAs  that  would  be  eligible  for  nomination  for 
listing  on  the  "National  Register  of  Historic  Places."   The  United  States  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  was  consulted  concerning  the  potential  effects  of 
wilderness  designation  on  threatened  or  endangered  species.   The  environmental 
issues  identified  for  analysis  in  this  EIS  as  a  result  of  the  scoping  process 
are  presented  below  for  each  WSA. 

Kawich  WSA 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  could  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated 
wilderness. 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off  Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  know  mineral  resources 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  within  designated  wilderness  areas  could 
be  affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.   Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  by  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels. 

5.  Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Populations.   Wilderness  designation  could 
preclude  some  planned  mechanical  manipulation  of  pinyon  pine  and 
juniper  encroachment  on  mule  deer  critical  winter  range.   This  may 
result  in  the  reduction  of  browse  available  during  the  critical  winter 
months,  causing  populations  of  mule  deer  to  change. 

Rawhide  Mountain  WSA 

1.   Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  could  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 
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2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  mineral  resources 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  with  designated  wilderness  areas  could  be 
affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.   Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  by  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels. 


Morey  WSA 


1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  could  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  use  currently  occurring 
in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  mineral  resources 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  within  designated  wilderness  areas  could 
be  affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.   Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  by  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels . 

5.  Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Populations.   Wilderness  designation  could 
preclude  some  planned  mechanical  vegetation  manipulation  of  pinyon 
pine  and  juniper  encroachment  on  mule  deer  critical  winter  range. 
This  may  result  in  the  reduction  of  browse  available  during  the 
critical  winter  months  causing  populations  of  mule  deer  to  change. 
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Fandango  WSA 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  could  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  mineral  resource 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  within  designated  wilderness  areas  could 
be  affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.   Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  by  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels. 

5.  Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Populations.   Wilderness  designation  could 
preclude  some  planned  mechanical  vegetation  manipulation  of  pinyon 
pine  and  juniper  encroachment  on  mule  deer  critical  winter  range. 
This  may  result  in  the  reduction  of  browse  available  during  the 
critical  winter  months  causing  mule  deer  populations  to  change. 

Palisade  Mesa  WSA 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  would  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreation  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  mineral  resources 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  within  designated  wilderness  areas  could 
be  affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 
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4.   Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.   Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  by  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels. 

The  Wall  WSA 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  could  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.   Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  by  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels. 

South  Reveille  WSA 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  could  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

2.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

3.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  mineral  resources 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  with  designated  wilderness  areas  could  be 
affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.   Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  by  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels. 


High  Erosion  Potential  Watersheds.   Wilderness  designation  could 
affect  the  occurence  of  accelerated  erosion  on  high  erosion  potential 
areas  by  eliminating  surface  disturbing  activities  within  the  WSA. 


Blue  Eagle  WSA 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
oportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation,  and 
various  special  features  of  the  WSA  could  benefit  from  wilderness 
designation.   The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by  uses  and 
actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs  not  be  designated  wilderness. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use.   Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORVs)  in 
the  WSA.   Eliminating  this  use  could  affect  the  availability  of 
opportunities  for  ORV  recreation  and  shift  ORV  uses  currently 
occurring  in  the  WSA  to  adjacent  lands. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources.   Wilderness  designation 
could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  mineral  resources 
by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral  entry.   Development  of 
existing  minerals  resources  within  designated  wilderness  areas  could 
be  affected  by  wilderness  management  restrictions. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.  Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  by  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels. 
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ISSUES  CONSIDERED  BUT  DROPPED  FROM  FURTHER  ANALYSIS 

The  following  issues  or  concerns  were  identified  in  scoping  but  were  not 
selected  for  detailed  analysis  in  this  EIS.   After  careful  consideration  of 
each,  the  degree  of  concern,  environmental  effect,  or  relevance  was  not 
significant  enough  to  justify  further  intensive  study.   The  reasons  for  not 
analyzing  these  issues  in  depth  are  discussed  below: 

The  following  issues  were  dropped  from  further  consideration  in  all  WSAs: 

1.  Impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  reintroduction  of  bighorn  sheep. 
The  Nevada  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  has  noted  that  bighorn  sheep 
could  be  reintroduced  in  some  of  the  WSAs.   The  wilderness  management 
Policy  provides  guidelines  for  reintroduction  of  native  species  into 
WSAs,  therefore  designation  would  not  affect  reintroduction.   Since 
potential  reintroduction  efforts  are  speculative,  this  issue  was  not 
selected  for  analysis. 

2.  Economic  impact  on  livestock  operations.   Concerns  were  raised  that 
wilderness  designation  would  require  modified  livestock  operations, 
causing  significant  economic  hardships  for  the  livestock  industry. 
The  Wilderness  Management  policy  provides  for  continuing  livestock 
operations  at  historic  levels,  subject  to  reasonable  controls.   The 
impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  livestock  operators  as  a  result  of 
constraints  on  planned  range  developments  is  considered  in  Impacts  on 
Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction. 

3.  Impact  on  Cultural  Resources.   Inventories  and  consultation  with  the 
State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  during  scoping  determined  that 
there  are  no  cultural  sites  which  exist  in  the  WSAs  that  qualify  as 
National  Register  Sites  other  than  the  Tybo  Charcoal  Kilns  in  the 
Rawhide  WSA.   There  are  no  sites  which  would  be  affected  by 
designation  or  nondesignation  of  wilderness.   Therefore,  the  issue  of 
impact  to  cultural  resource  from  wilderness  designation  was  dropped 
from  further  analysis. 

4.  Impact  on  Water  Quality.   The  issue  of  how  water  quality  would  be 
affected  by  wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation  in  each  of  the 
WSAs  was  identified.   Water  quality  will  be  maintained  or  improved  in 
accordance  with  State  and  Federal  standards.   Management  actions  on 
public  land  within  watersheds  will  be  designed  to  protect  water 
quality.   It  is  not  anticipated  that  designation  or  nondesignation  of 
wilderness  would  affect  water  quality  within  the  WSA. 

5.  Impacts  on  Endangered  Species.   Wildlife  and  vegetation  inventories 
and  consultation  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  did  not 
identify  any  threatened  or  endangered  species  in  the  WSAs. 

The  following  issues  were  considered  in  specific  WSAs  and  dropped  from 
consideration  within  that  WSA.   These  include: 
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Kawich  WSA 


1.  Impacts  on  Endangered  Species.   Wildlife  and  vegetation  inventories 
and  consultation  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  did  not 
identify  any  threatened  or  endangered  species  in  the  WSAs.   Therefore, 
this  issue  was  dropped  from  further  consideration. 

2.  Impacts  on  Private  Inholdings.   The  impact  of  wilderness  designation 
or  nondesignation  on  private  land  inholdings.  in  WSAs  was  identified 
as  an  issue  in  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS.   This  issue  was  dropped  from 
further  consideration  because  the  uses  on  these  lands  would  not  change 
as  a  result  of  designation  or  nondesignation. 

3.  High  Erosion  Potential  Watersheds.   High  erosion  potential  watersheds 
were  mentioned  in  the  scoping  process.   No  development  is  expected  to 
occur  within  these  areas  of  the  WSA.   Therefore,  designation  or 
nondesignation  of  wilderness  will  not  affect  erosion  of  watersheds  in 
this  WSA. 

Rawhide  WSA 

1.   High  Erosion  Potential  Watersheds.   High  erosion  potential  watersheds 
were  mentioned  in  the  scoping  process.   Wilderness  designation  of 
nondesignation  will  have  no  impact  on  the  high  erosion  potential 
watershed  identified  in  this  WSA.   This  issue  is  dropped  from  further 
consideration. 

The  following  issue  is  not  an  environmental  issue,  but  is  a  program  concern 
that  was  frequently  identified  as  an  issue  during  scoping. 

The  WSAs  being  studied  are  not  what  Congress  intended  to  be  included  in 
the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System.   Some  or  all  of  the  areas 
being  studied  for  Wilderness  designation  may  not  be  the  kind  of  area 
Congress  intended  to  have  considered  for  wilderness.   This  issue  was 
dropped  since  it  was  determined  in  the  inventory  stage  of  the  BLM's 
wilderness  review  process  that  all  the  WSAs  being  studied  meet  the  minimum 
standards  for  wilderness  identified  by  the  Congress  in  the  Wilderness  Act 
of  1964  and  FLPMA  of  1976. 
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THE  PLANNING  PROCESS,  SELECTION  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION, 
AND  DEVELOPMENT  OF  ALTERNATIVES 

The  Planning  Process  and  Selection  of  the  Proposed  Action 

Development  of  the  Proposed  Action  is  guided  by  requirements  of  the  Bureau's 
Planning  Regulations,  43  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR),  part  1600.   The 
BLM's  Wilderness  Study  Policy  (published  February  3,  1982,  in  the  Federal 
Register)  supplements  the  planning  regulations  by  providing  the  specific 
factors  to  be  considered  in  developing  suitability  recommendations  during  the 
planning  sequence. 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  areas  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
where  the  wilderness  values  and  multiple  resource  benefits  associated  with 
wilderness  designation,  such  as  the  protection  of  cultural  resource, 
watersheds,  and  wildlife  habitat,  are  capable  of  balancing  the  benefits  of 
other  resource  values  and  uses  which  could  be  foregone  due  to  wilderness 
designation.   All  areas  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  under  this 
alternative  can  be  managed  as  wilderness  over  the  long-term. 

If  this  alternative  were  to  be  implemented  six  Wilderness  Study  areas  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   The  acreages  in  each  WSA 
recommended  suitable  and  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation  are  as  follows: 

WSA  Acres  Suitable  Acres  Nonsuitable 

Kawich  0  54,320 

Rawhide  Mountain  0  64,360 

Fandango  31,740  9,200 

Morey  14,560  5,560 

Palisade  Mesa  66,110  33,440 

The  Wall  30,320  7,680 

South  Reveille  33,000  73,200 

Blue  Eagle  58,350  (a)  1,960 

TOTAL  234,080  249,720 

(a)   Includes  750  acres  added  to  original  WSA  to  enhance  manageability. 

Alternatives  That  Were  Considered  and  Dropped 

There  were  no  alternatives  that  were  brought  up  in  the  scoping  or  planning 
process  that  were  considered  and  dropped. 

Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Action  Selected  for  Analysis 

The  BLM  Wilderness  Study  Policy  calls  for  the  formulation  and  evaluation  of 
alternatives  ranging  from  resource  protection  to  resource  production.   The 
alternatives  assessed  in  this  EIS  include:   (1)  a  No  Wilderness  alternative 
for  each  WSA,  (2)  an  All  Wilderness  alternative  for  each  WSA,  (3)  and  Partial 
alternatives  for  each  WSA. 


-  11  - 


To  reduce  confusion  of  names  of  the  alternatives  used  in  the  draft,  the 
alternatives  in  this  document  have  been  given  an  alphabetic  character.   The 
equivalents  are: 

Alternative  A  is  used  instead  of  All  Wilderness; 


Alternative  ]3  is  used  instead  of  Emphasis  on  Manageability: 
Alternative  C   is  used  instead  of  No  Wilderness. 

Alternative  C,  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  and  the  No  Action  Alternative  as 
required  by  the  National  Environmental  Protection  Act,  are  equivalent.   Both 
advocate  continuation  of  management  as  outlined  in  existing  MFPs  and 
recommendation  of  the  WSAs  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness. 

Alternative  A,  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative  represents  the  maximum  possible 
acreage  that  could  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Alternative  B,  the  Emphasis  on  Manageability  Alternative  emphasizes  the 
ability  to  regulate  and  control  mining,  ORV  activities,  and  other  uses  of  the 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  over  the  long-term. 

The  Emphasis  on  Resource  Development  Alternative  emphasizes  commodity 
production  and  use  of  areas  having  significant  resource  development 
potential.   This  would  mean  recommending  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  all  areas  with  good  or  high  mineral  potential  ratings,  areas  where 
the  implementation  of  wildlife  habitat  management  plans  would  require  the 
mechanical  manipulation  of  vegetation,  areas  where  vegetative  manipulation 
projects  for  domestic  livestock  may  be  feasible  in  the  future,  and  areas  where 
motor  vehicles  are  currently  being  used  for  recreational  purposes.   Emphasis 
on  Resource  Development  is  included  in  the  No  Wilderness  or  All  Wilderness 
Alternatives . 

Outlines  below  are  the  Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives  developed  for  each  of 
the  WSAs: 

Kawich  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Kawich  WSA  is  Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness). 
Under  this  proposal,  none  of  the  54,320  acres  would  be  designated  as 
wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple  use,  as  described  in  part  in  this 
document  and  in  detail  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

The  rationale  for  this  proposal  are  (1)  the  wilderness  values  of  the  area  are 
outstanding,  (2)  the  area  has  a  high  to  moderate  potential  for  precious 
metals,  (3)  forty-two  mines  of  roads  and  ways  will  make  control  of  ORV 
difficult  if  possible,  (4)  vegetative  manipulation  by  mechanical  means  are 
needed  for  mule  deer  browse  re-establishment,  and  (5)  mineral  exploration  and 
development  of  valid  discoveries  is  expected. 

Two  alternatives  were  also  considered;  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  54,320  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acreage 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  that  would 
recommend  45,220  acres  be  designated  as  wilderness  and  9,600  acres  not  be 
designated  wilderness  but  managed  for  multiple  use. 
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Rawhide  Mountain  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  is  Alternative  C  (No 
Wilderness).   Under  this  proposal,  none  of  the  64,360  acres  would  be 
designated  as  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple  use,  as  described 
in  part  in  this  document  and  in  detail  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

The  rationale  for  this  proposal  are:   (1)  the  wilderness  values  of  the  area  a 
a  whole  are  not  outstanding;  (2)  the  potential  for  precious  metals  is  high  and 
development  is  anticipated;  (3)  ORV  use  of  the  low  areas  and  mining  roads  will 
be  difficult  to  control. 

Two  alternatives  were  also  considered;  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  64,360  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acreage 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  that  would 
recommend  41,960  acres  be  designated  as  wilderness  and  22,400  acres  not  be 
designated  wilderness  but  managed  for  multiple  use. 

Morey  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Morey  WSA  is  Partial  Wilderness.   Under  this 
proposal,  14,560  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness.   The  eastern  fan 
portion  of  the  WSA,  totaling  5,560  acres,  would  not  be  designated  wilderness 
but  managed  for  multiple  use  as  described  in  this  document  and  in  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area  MFP. 

The  rationale  for  this  proposal  are:   (1)  the  wilderness  values  are 
outstanding;  (2)  mineral  potential  for  precious  metals  is  moderate;  (3)  the 
eastern  fan  has  low  wilderness  values;  and  (4)  the  eastern  fan  has  good  oil 
and  gas  and  geothermal  potential. 

Three  alternatives  were  also  considered;  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  20,120  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acreage 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  that  would 
combine  the  Morey  and  Fandango  WSAs  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road  would 
recommend  46,300  acres  be  designated  as  wilderness  and  14,760  acres  not  be 
designated  wilderness  but  be  managed  for  multiple  use  under  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area  MFP.   Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  none  of  the  20,120 
acres  would  be  designated  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple  use 
under  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

Fandango  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Fandango  WSA  is  Partial  Wilderness.   Under  this 
proposal  31,740  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness.   The  western  and 
southern  fan  portions  of  the  WSA,  totaling  9,200  acres,  would  not  be 
designated  wilderness  but  managed  for  multiple  use  as  described  in  this 
document  and  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 
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The  rationale  for  this  proposal  are:   (1)  high  wilderness  values  in  the 
mountainous  area;  (2)  low  mineral  and  energy  values  in  the  mountainous  area; 
(3)  low  wilderness  values  on  the  fans;  (4)  moderate  energy  and  geothermal 
values  on  the  fans. 

Three  alternatives  were  also  considered;  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  40,940  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acreage 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  that  would 
combine  the  Fandango  and  Morey  WSAs  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road,  and 
would  recommend  46,300  acres  be  designated  as  wilderness  and  14,760  acres  not 
be  designated  wilderness  but  be  managed  for  multiple  use  under  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area  MFP.   Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  none  of  the  40,960 
acres  would  be  designated  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple  use 
under  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

Palisade  Mesa  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  is  Partial  Wilderness.   Under 
this  proposal,  66,110  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness.   The  western  and 
southern  fan  portions  of  the  WSA,  totaling  33,440  acres,  would  not  be 
designated  wilderness  but  managed  for  multiple  use  as  described  in  this 
document  and  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

The  rationale  for  this  proposal  are:   (1)  high  wilderness  values  in  the  upland 
area;  (2)  moderate  precious  metals,  values  in  the  upland  area;  (3)  low 
wilderness  values  on  the  western  and  southern  fans;  (4)  moderate  oil  and  gas 
values  on  the  southern  fan;  and  (5)  0RV  use  on  the  western  and  southern  fan 
will  be  difficult  to  control. 

Three  alternatives  were  also  considered;  and  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  99,500  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acreage 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  that  would 
combine  the  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs  by  closing  the  common  boundary 
road  and  would  recommend  113,870  acres  be  designated  as  wilderness  and  23,680 
acres  not  be  designated  wilderness  but  be  managed  for  multiple  use  under  the 
Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP.   Under  the  No  Wilderness  alternative,  none  of  this 
99,550  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple 
use  under  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

The  Wall  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  The  Wall  WSA  is  Partial  Wilderness.   Under  this 
proposal  30,320  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness.   The  eastern  fan  portion 
of  the  WSA,  totaling  7,680  acres,  would  not  be  designated  wilderness  but 
managed  for  multiple  use  as  described  in  this  document  and  in  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area  MFP. 

The  rationale  for  this  proposal  are:   (1)  high  wilderness  values  in  the  upland 
area;  (2)  low  mineral  and  energy  values;  and  (3)  easy  access  to  the  eastern 
fan  by  ORVs. 
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Three  alternatives  were  also  considered;  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  38,000  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acres 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  that  would 
combine  The  Wall  and  Palisade  Mesa  WSAs  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road, 
and  would  recommend  113,870  acres  be  designated  as  wilderness  and  23,680  acres 
not  be  designated  wilderness  but  be  managed  for  multiple  use  under  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area  MFP.   Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  none  of  the  38,000 
acres  would  be  designated  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple  use 
under  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

South  Reveille  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  South  Reveille  WSA  is  Partial  Wilderness.   Under 
this  proposal,  33,000  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness.   The  perhipery  of 
the  WSA,  totaling  73,200  acres,  would  not  be  designated  wilderness  but  managed 
for  multiple  use  as  described  in  this  document  and  in  the  Tonopah  Resource 
Area  MFP. 

The  rationale  for  this  proposal  are:   (1)  high  wilderness  values  in  the 
mountainous  core  area;  (2)  moderate  mineral  values  in  the  core  area:  (3)  low 
wilderness  values  in  the  periphery  area;  and  (4)  moderate  minerals,  oil  and 
gas,  and  geothermal  values  in  the  periphery  area. 

Two  alternatives  were  also  considered;  An  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  106,200  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acreage 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative  where  none  of  the 
106,200  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple 
use  under  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

Blue  Eagle  WSA 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  is  Partial  Wilderness.   Under  this 
proposal,  58,350  acres  would  be  designated  wilderness.   The  northwest  and 
southwest  portions  of  the  WSA,  totaling  1,960  acres,  would  not  be  designated 
wilderness  but  managed  for  multiple  use  a  described  in  this  document  and  in 
the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 

The  rationale  for  this  proposal  are:   (1)  outstanding  wilderness  values  in  the 
mountainous  area;  (2)  low  mineral  and  energy  values  in  the  mountainous  area; 
(3)  high  oil  and  gas  and  moderate  mineral  values  in  the  northwest  and 
southwest  areas;  and  (4)  low  wilderness  values  in  the  northwest  and  southwest 
area . 

Three  alternatives  were  also  considered;  an  All  Wilderness  Alternative  which 
would  designate  all  59,560  acres  as  wilderness  (the  maximum  possible  acreage 
that  could  be  recommended)  and  a  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  that  would 
recommend  59,350  acres  be  designated  as  wilderness  and  960  acres  not  be 
designated  wilderness  but  be  managed  for  multiple  use  under  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area  MFP.   Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  none  of  the  59,560 
acres  would  be  designated  wilderness  but  would  be  managed  for  multiple  use 
under  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  MFP. 
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Chapter  2 

PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES 

Since  the  pattern  of  future  actions  within  the  WSAs  cannot  be  predicted  with 
certainty,  assumptions  were  made  to  allow  the  analysis  of  impacts  under  the 
Proposed  Action  and  alternatives.   These  assumptions  are  the  basis  of  for  the 
impacts  identified  in  this  EIS.   They  are  not  management  plans  or  proposals, 
but  represent  feasible  patterns  of  management  activities  which  could  occur 
under  the  alternatives  analyzed. 

KAWICH  WSA  (NV-060-019) 

Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 

All  54,320  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Kawich  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,900  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use  within  two  allotments.   Four  miles  of  existing  fence, 
three  miles  of  pipeline,  and  two  spring  developments  within  the  WSA  would  be 
maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes.   No  additional  range 
developments  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreational  ORV  use. 
Approximately  920  visits  of  ORV  use  occurs  annually  within  the  WSA.   This  use 
is  expected  to  increase  to  1,300  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

There  are  17  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  that  protrude  into  the  WSA  and  25  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA.   These  will  be  managed  to 
provide  for  recreational  ORV  use  up  to  1,300  visits  annual.   No  other 
development  of  roads  or  ways  is  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area 
receives . 

Other  Recreation 

The  Kawich  WSA  would  managed  to  provide  for  other  recreation  activities  in 
addition  to  recreation  ORV  use.   These  activities  would  include  hunting, 
hiking,  rock  and  mountain  climbing,  horseback  riding  and  camping.   Current  use 
is  estimated  at  about  440  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA.   These  recreation 
visits  are  expected  to  increase  to  740  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  40  visits  and  are 
expected  to  increase  to  120  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No 
recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation 
facilities  is  not  anticipated. 
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Mineral  Resource  Actions 

A  high  level  of  exploration  and  development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the 
first  few  years  if  the  area  is  not  designated  wilderness.   It  is  projected 
there  would  be  five  Notices  of  Intent  per  year  for  the  first  few  years.   Based 
on  past  experience,  it  is  expected  that  each  project  would  have  up  to  two 
miles  of  road  and  eight  pads  for  a  total  disturbed  area  of  five  acres.   The 
total  disturbance  in  the  WSA  is  expected  to  be  about  25  acres  per  year.   The 
results  of  this  exploration  will  determine  the  overall  impact  on  the  WSA  in 
the  future. 

Although  there  are  no  known  discoveries,  some  development  of  the  393  existing 
mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated.   Goechemical  analyses  in  the 
area  between  Tobe  Spring  and  the  Craig  Canyon  drainage  in  the  northwest 
portion  of  the  WSA  indicate  high  favorability  for  metallic  minerals  within  the 
WSA.   It  is  assumed  that  there  would  be  three  discoveries: 

1.  A  small  underground  gold  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Eden  Creek 
area.   The  access  will  be  from  outside  the  WSA.   Road  construction  is  not 
anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   Ten  acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed 
with  about  three  acres  of  mine  and  seven  acres  of  tailings. 

2.  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  the  Tobe 
Spring  Road.   Access  will  be  from  Stone  Cabin  Valley.   About  twenty  acres 
inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  including  about  six  and  a  half  acres  for 
the  mine,  twelve  acres  for  tailings,  and  one  and  a  half  acres  of  road  (one 
mile) . 

3.  A  small  precious  metals  mine  at  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Breen  Ranch 
area.  Access  will  be  from  Breen  Ranch.   About  five  acres  will  be 
disturbed  inside  the  WSA  including  about  two  acres  for  the  mine  and  about 
three  acres  of  tailings.   Road  construction  is  not  anticipated  inside  the 
WSA. 

No  validity  examinations  would  be  required. 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  7,040  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil 
and  gas  occurrence  in  the  southeast  corner.   There  are  11  oil  and  gas  leases 
covering  about  9,760  acres.   No  development  of  these  is  anticipated  due  to 
lack  of  industry  interest  distance  from  markets,  and  the  availability  of 
better  potential  resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 

Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

The  Kawich  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  big  game  habitat  enhancement. 
Approximately  9,000  acres  of  pinyon  and  juniper  encroachment  would  be  thinned 
by  mechanical  means  to  allow  for  browse  re-establishment. 
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Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  54,320  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Kawich  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,900  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use  on  two  allotments.   Four  miles  of  existing  fence  and  two 
spring  developments  within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock 
management  purposes.   No  additional  range  developments  would  be  constructed  in 
the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  Kawich  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use,  however  17  miles  of 
cherrystem  roads  would  be  open.   This  action  would  not  change  the  current 
recreational  ORV  use  that  is  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  annually. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Kawich  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities  including 
hunting,  horseback  riding,  camping,  hiking  and  rock  and  mountain  climbing. 
Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  440  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA  and  are 
expected  to  increase  to  740  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting 
visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  40  visits  and  are  expected  to 
increase  to  125  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation 
facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities 
is  not  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 


Mineral  Resources  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws.   Validity 
examinations  would  be  conducted  on  mining  claims  which  have  plans  of  operation 
filed  that  are  presently  located  within  the  WSA.   Three  mineral  developments 
of  the  393  mining  claims  that  currently  exist  in  the  WSA  are  anticipated: 

1.  A  small  underground  gold  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Eden  Creek 
area.   The  access  will  be  from  outside  the  WSA.   Road  construction  is  not 
anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   Ten  acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed 
with  about  three  acres  of  mine  and  seven  acres  of  tailings. 

2.  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  the  Tobe 
Spring  Road.   Access  will  be  from  Stone  Cabin  Valley.   About  twenty  acres 
inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  including  about  six  and  a  half  acres  for 
the  mine,  twelve  acres  for  tailings,  and  one  and  a  half  acres  of  road  (one 
mile). 
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3.   A  small  precious  metals  mine  at  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Breen  Ranch 
area.   Access  will  be  from  Breen  Ranch.   About  five  acres  will  be 
disturbed  inside  the  WSA  including  about  two  acres  for  the  mine  and  about 
three  acres  of  tailings.   Road  construction  is  not  anticipated  inside  the 
WSA. 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  7,040  acres  with  a  moderate  favorability  for 
oil  and  gas  occurrence  in  the  southeast  corner.   There  are  11  oil  and  gas 
leases  covering  about  9,760  acres.   No  development  is  expected  within  the  WSA, 

Management  Actions  to  exchange  for  Private  Inholdings 

Action  would  be  initiated  to  acquire  the  560  acres  of  private  land  inholdings 
through  voluntary  exchange. 

Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Pinyon  and  juniper  thinning  to  allow  for  browse  re-establishment  on  9,000 
acres  by  mechanical  or  biological  means  would  not  be  permitted.   Prescribed 
burning  may  be  done  where  required  to  maintain  the  natural  condition  of 
fire-dependent  ecosystems. 

Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  the  Kawich  WSA,  45,220  acres,  would  be  recommended  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation,  including  500  acres  added  to  the  original  WSA  to 
improve  its  manageability.   The  remaining  9,600  acres,  located  along  the 
northwestern  and  southeastern  boundary  of  the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Kawich  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,900  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use.   The  two  spring  developments  and  four  miles  of  barbed 
wire  fence  would  be  maintained,  for  livestock  management  purposes  in  the 
parcel  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
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Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  45,220  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   Cherrystem  roads  extending  into  the 
WSA  from  the  northern  and  eastern  boundaries  for  a  total  of  17  miles  and  ten 
miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  is 
anticipated  to  reduce  the  recreational  ORV  use  from  920  to  490  visits  annually. 

The  9,600  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use  would  increase  from 
440  to  500  visits  in  the  foreseeable  future  on  this  area. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Kawich  WSA  would  remain  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities. 
These  include  hunting,  fishing,  horseback  riding,  camping,  hiking,  rock  and 
mountain  climbing.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  440  visits  per  year 
within  the  WSA.   Other  recreation  visits  are  expected  to  increase  to  740  per 
year  in  the  foreseeable  future.  Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be 
about  40  visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  125  visits  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA. 
Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  45,220  acres  of  the  Kawich  WSA 
recommended  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mineral  leasing  and  mining  laws.   Existing  mining  claims  which  have  plans 
of  operation  filed  would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans  of 
operations  for  development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation 
would  be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  about  2,560  acres  with  high  potential  for 
metallic  mineral  resource  within  the  suitable  area.   Although  there  are  no 
developed  mines,  three  mineral  resource  developments  are  anticipated: 

1.  A  small  underground  gold  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Eden  Creek 
area.   The  access  will  be  from  outside  the  WSA.   Road  construction  is  not 
anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   Ten  acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed 
with  about  three  acres  of  mine  and  seven  acres  of  tailings. 

2.  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  the  Tobe 
Spring  Road.   Access  will  be  from  Stone  Cabin  Valley.   About  twenty  acres 
inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  including  about  six  and  a  half  acres  for 
the  mine,  twelve  acres  for  tailings,  and  one  and  a  half  acres  of  road  (one 
mile) . 
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3.   A  small  precious  metals  mine  at  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Breen  Ranch 
area.   Access  will  be  from  Breen  Ranch.   About  five  acres  will  be 
disturbed  inside  the  WSA  including  about  two  acres  for  the  mine  and  about 
three  acres  of  tailings.   Road  construction  is  not  anticipated  inside  the 
WSA. 


Management  Actions  to  exchange  for  Private  Land 

Action  would  be  initiated  to  acquire  560  acres  of  private  lands  through 
voluntary  exchange.   After  acquisition,  a  cherrystem  road  providing  access 
from  the  boundary  road  would  be  closed  to  vehicle  use. 


Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Pinyon  and  juniper  thinning  on  approximately  4,000  acres  to  allow  for  browse 
re-establishment  by  mechanical  means  will  not  be  permitted.   Prescribed 
burning  may  be  done  where  required  to  maintain  the  natural  condition  of 
fire-dependent  ecosystems. 

Approximately  5,000  acres  of  pinyon  and  juniper  encroachment  would  be  thinned 
to  allow  for  browse  re-establishment  on  9,600  acres  of  the  area  recommended 
nonsuitable.   The  thinning  may  be  done  by  prescribed  fire  or  mechanical  means 
to  enhance  big  game  habitat. 
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Chapter  2 

RAWHIDE  MOUNTAIN  (NV-060-059) 

Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 

All  64,360  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,300 
AUMs  of  livestock  grazing  use  on  three  allotments.   One  spring  development 
within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes.   The 
proposed  well,  four  miles  of  fence,  and  three  miles  of  pipeline  would  be 
constructed  in  the  WSA. 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  managed  for  recreation  ORV  use. 
Approximately  1,000  visits  of  ORV  use  occurs  annually  within  the  WSA.   This 
use  is  expected  to  increase  to  about  1,400  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Twelve  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  protrude  into  the  WSA  and  there  are  17  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  which  would  provide  ORV  access  within  the  boundary  of  the 
WSA.   No  other  development  of  roads  or  ways  is  anticipated. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  open  for  other  recreation  activities  in 
addition  to  recreational  ORV  use.   These  activities  would  include  hunting, 
sightseeing,  driving  for  pleasure,  fishing,  hiking,  rock  and  mountain 
climbing,  backpacking  and  camping.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  220 
visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  370  per  year 
in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about 
30  visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  50  visits  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  within  the  WSA. 
Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

A  high  level  of  exploration  and  development  activity  is  anticipated  if  the 
area  is  not  designated  wilderness.   It  is  projected  there  would  be  five 
Notices  of  Intent  per  year.   Based  on  past  experience,  it  is  expected  that 
each  project  would  have  up  to  1.5  miles  of  road  and  eight  pads  for  a  total 
disturbed  area  of  four  acres.   The  total  disturbance  in  the  WSA  is  expected  to 
be  about  20  acres  per  year.   The  results  of  the  exploration  will  determine  the 
overall  impact  on  the  WSA  in  the  future. 
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Although  there  are  no  developed  mines,  some  development  of  the  913  existing 
mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated.   Geochemical  analyses  in  the 
area  between  Hidden  Mountain  and  the  Twin  Peaks  area  in  the  northwest  portion 
of  the  WSA  indicate  high  favorability  for  metallic  mineral  ores  within  the 
WSA  It  is  assumed  that  there  would  be  two  development: 

1.  An  underground  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  Tybo  Canyon.   About  15 
acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  including  one  mile  of  road  with  a 
disturbed  area  of  about  1.5  acres,  three  acres  of  mine,  seven  acres  of 
tailings,  and  3.5  acres  of  millsite. 

2.  An  open  pit  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Little  Rawhide  Mountain 
area.   It  is  anticipated  about  50  acres  will  be  disturbed  inside  the  WSA 
including  about  five  acres  of  millsite,  15  acres  of  mine,  and  30  acres  of 
tailings. 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  13,760  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil 
and  gas  and  7,360  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  occurrence  in 
the  east  and  west  respectively.   There  are  14  oil  and  gas  leases  covering 
about  13,280  acres.   No  development  of  these  claims  is  anticipated  due  to  lack 
of  industry  interest,  distance  to  market  and  availability  of  better  potential 
resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  64,360  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be 
recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,300 
AUMs  of  livestock  grazing  use  on  three  allotments.   The  one  spring  development 
within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes.   The 
proposed  well,  four  miles  of  fence,  and  three  miles  of  pipeline  would  be 
constructed  in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use. 
Approximately  1,000  visits  for  ORV  use  which  occur  annually  within  the  WSA 
would  be  foregone. 
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Other  Recreation 


The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  open  to  management  for  non-motorized 
recreation  activities  including  hunting,  sightseeing,  driving  for  pleasure, 
fishing,  hiking,  rock  and  mountain  climbing,  backpacking  and  camping.   Current 
use  is  estimated  at  about  220  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  is  expected 
to  increase  to  370  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits  are 
currently  estimated  to  be  about  30  visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  50 
visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails 
exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 

Mineral  Resources  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  withdrawn 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws. 
Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  the  mining  claims  which  have  plans 
of  operation  filed  that  are  presently  located  within  the  WSA.   Two  mineral 
developments  of  the  913  mining  claims  that  currently  exist  in  the  WSA  are 
anticipated  to  meet  the  validity  determination  at  the  time  of  designation: 

1.  An  underground  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  Tybo  Canyon.  About  15 
acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  including  one  mile  of  road  with  a 
disturbed  area  of  about  1.5  acres,  three  acres  of  mine,  seven  acres  of 
tailings,  and  3.5  acres  of  millsite. 

2.  An  open  pit  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Little  Rawhide  Mountain 
area.   It  is  anticipated  about  50  acres  will  be  disturbed  inside  the  WSA 
including  about  five  acres  of  millsite,  15  acres  of  mine,  and  30  acres  of 
tailings . 


Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  13,760  acres  with  moderate  favorability  for 
oil  and  gas  and  7,360  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  occurrence 
in  the  east  and  west  respectively.   There  are  14  oil  and  gas  leases  covering 
about  13,280  acres. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA,  41,960  acres,  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   The  remaining  22,400  acres,  located 
along  the  east  and  west  boundary  of  the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
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Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,300 
AUMs  of  livestock  grazing  use  on  three  allotments.   One  spring  development 
would  be  maintained  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation.   Range  developments  planned  in  the  WSA  would  be  completed,  this 
includes  three  miles  of  pipeline  within  the  suitable  area  and  a  the  well  and 
four  miles  of  fence  in  the  area  recommended  nonsuitable. 


Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

The  41,960  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   Cherrystem  roads  extending  into  the 
WSA  from  the  northern  and  eastern  boundaries  for  a  total  of  eight  miles  and 
four  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  is 
anticipated  to  reduce  the  recreational  ORV  use  from  470  to  280  visits  annually. 

The  22,400  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for 

management  of  ORV  use.   Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV 

use  would  increase  from  530  to  740  visits  in  the  foreseeable  future  on  this 
area. 


Other  Recreation 

The  entire  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation 
activities.   These  activities  would  include  hunting,  hiking,  rock  and  mountain 
climbing,  horseback  riding  and  camping.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  200 
visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  370  per  year 
in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about 
30  visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  43  visits  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA. 
Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  41,960  acres  of  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA 
recommended  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mineral  leasing  and  mining  laws.   There  are  871  mining  claims  in  the 
portion  recommended  suitable.   Claims  which  have  plans  of  operation  filed 
would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans  of  operations  for  development 
of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in 
accordance  with  existing  regulations. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  6,240  acres  with  high  potential  for  metallic 
mineral  resource  in  the  area  between  Hidden  Mountain  and  Twin  Peaks. 
Therefore,  two  metallic  mineral  resource  developments  are  anticipated: 
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1.  An  underground  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  Tybo  Canyon.   About  15 
acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  including  one  mile  of  road  with  a 
disturbed  area  of  about  1.5  acres,  three  acres  of  mine,  seven  acres  of 
tailings,  and  3.5  acres  of  millsite. 

2.  An  open  pit  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Little  Rawhide  Mountain 
area.   It  is  anticipated  about  50  acres  will  be  disturbed  inside  the  WSA 
including  about  five  acres  of  millsite,  15  acres  of  mine,  and  30  acres  of 
tailings. 

Although  the  area  is  classified  as  having  13,760  acres  with  moderate  potential 
for  oil  and  gas,  and  7,360  acres  with  moderate  potential  of  geothermal 
resources,  exploration  is  not  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   This  is  based  on 
lack  of  industry  interest,  distance  to  market,  and  availability  of  better 
potential  resources  outside  the  WSA. 
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Chapter  2 

MOREY  WSA  (NV-060-191) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  the  Morey  WSA,  14,560  acres,  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.   The  remaining  5,560  acres,  located  along  the  eastern 
and  southern  boundary  of  the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Morey  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  900  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use  on  two  allotments.   Two  miles  of  pipeline  would  be 
maintained  for  livestock  management  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  14,560  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  open  to  recreational  0RV  use  including  one  mile  of  way.   This  action 
is  not  anticipated  to  change  the  recreational  0RV  use  from  150  visits  annually. 

The  5,560  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  0RV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use  would  increase  from  50 
to  70  visits  in  the  foreseeable  future  in  this  area. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Morey  WSA  would  be  open  for  management  for  non-motorized  recreation 
activities.   These  include  hiking,  fishing,  back  packing  and  rock  climbing. 
Recreational  use  for  these  activities  is  estimated  at  about  115  visits  per 
year.   Designation  is  expected  to  initially  reduce  visits  to  about  90  per 
year,  however  future  use  is  expected  to  increase  to  125  visits  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  115 
visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  140  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future.  No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of 
recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  14,560  acres  of  the  Morey  WSA 
recommended  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mineral  leasing  and  mining  laws.   Mining  claims  which  have  plans  of 
operation  filed  would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans  of  operations 
for  development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be 
processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations. 
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The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  3,520  acres  with  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  mineral  resources  within  the  suitable  area.   There  are  no  developed 
mines  anticipated  in  the  Morey  WSA. 

Although  the  nonsuitable  area  is  classified  as  having  5,120  acres  with 
moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas,  and  5,120  acres  with  moderate  potential 
for  geothermal  resources,  exploration  is  not  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   This 
is  based  on  lack  of  industry  interest,  distance  to  market  and  availability  of 
better  potential  resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 


Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Pinyon  and  juniper  thinning  of  1,000  acres  to  allow  for  browse 
re-establishment  for  enhancement  of  big  game  habitat  by  mechanical  means  would 
not  be  permitted  on  14,560  acres  recommended  suitable.   Prescribed  burning  may 
be  done  where  required  to  maintain  the  natural  condition  of  fire-dependent 
ecosystems. 

Approximately  1,000  acres  of  pinyon  and  juniper  encroachment  in  the  area 
recommended  nonsuitable  would  be  thinned  to  allow  for  browse  re-establishment 
for  enhancement  of  big  game  habitat.   The  thinning  may  be  done  by  prescribed 
fire  or  mechanical  means. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  20,120  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Morey  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Morey  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  900  AUMs  of 

livestock  grazing  use.   Two  miles  of  pipeline  within  the  WSA  would  be 

maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes.   No  additional  range 
developments  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use. 
Approximately  200  visits  which  occur  annually  within  the  WSA  would  not  change. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Morey  WSA  would  be  open  for  management  for  non-motorized  recreation 
activities  including  hiking,  fishing,  backpacking  and  rock  climbing.   Current 
use  is  estimated  at  about  115  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  is  expected 
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to  increase  to  200  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits 

are  currently  estimated  at  about  180  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  360-  » 

visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails 
exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 


Mineral  Resources  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  Morey  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws.   Validity 
examinations  would  be  conducted  on  the  mining  claims  which  have  plans  of 
operation  filed  that  are  presently  located  within  the  WSA.   Plans  of 
operations  for  development  of  these  claims  and  any  others  that  exist  at  the 
time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations, 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  4,160  acres  with  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  mineral  resources.   There  are  no  developed  mines  and  none  are 
anticipated  in  the  Morey  WSA. 

A  total  of  5,120  acres  within  the  WSA  are  rated  as  moderate  potential  for  oil 
and  gas,  and  also  have  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources. 
Exploration  is  not  anticipated  inside  the  WSA  due  to  better  potential  deposits 
outside  of  the  WSA. 


Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Mechanical  thinning  of  pinyon  and  juniper  on  2,000  acres  to  allow  for  browse 
re-establishment  for  enhancement  of  big  game  habitat  would  not  be  permitted. 
Prescribed  burning  may  be  done  where  required  to  maintain  the  natural 
condition  of  fire-dependent  ecosystems. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Fandango  WSA  with  the 
Morey  WSA  by  closing  the  South  Sixmile  Road,  adjusting  boundaries  closing  and 
rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Fandango  WSA,  31,740  acres,  would  be  recommended  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation,  combined  with  14,560  acres  of  the  Morey  WSA  added 
to  the  original  WSA.  The  remaining  14,760  acres,  located  along  the  periphery 
of  the  WSAs,  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

Both  Morey  and  Fandango  WSAs  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately 
3,061  AUMs  total  livestock  grazing  use  on  the  combined  WSAs.   Five  spring 
developments,  seven  miles  of  pipelines,  and  two  miles  of  barbed  wire  fence 
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Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Some  development  of  the  162  existing  mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  is 
anticipated.   Although  there  are  no  developed  mines,  one  small  precious  metals 
mine  is  anticipated  in  the  northeastern  part  of  the  Morey  WSA.   About  25  acres 
within  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed,  including  one  mile  (1.5  acres)  of  road, 
eight  acres  of  mine  site,  four  acres  for  a  mill  site  and  11.5  acres  for 
tailings  piles. 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of 
moderate  favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable 
minerals  is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  5,120  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  oil  and 
gas  occurrence  in  the  southeast  corner.   There  are  eight  oil  and  gas  leases 
covering  about  3,200  acres.   No  development  is  anticipated  due  to  the 
availability  of  better  potential  resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 

Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Approximately  2,000  acres  of  pinyon  and  juniper  encroachment  would  be  thinned 
by  mechanical  means  to  allow  for  browse  re-establishment  for  enhancement  of 
big  game  habitat. 
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FANDANGO  WSA  (NV-060-190) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  the  Fandango  WSA,  31,740  acres,  would  be  recommended  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation.   The  remaining  9,200  acres,  located  along  the 
northwestern  and  southern  boundary  of  the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Fandango  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  2,100  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use  on  three  allotments.   The  five  spring  developments,  five 
miles  of  pipeline,  and  two  miles  of  barbed  wire  fence  would  be  maintained  for 
livestock  management  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation.   One  mile  of  pipeline  planned  in  the  WSA  would  be  completed. 

Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

The  31,740  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use.   Cherrystem  roads  extending  into  the 
WSA  from  the  western  and  eastern  boundaries  for  a  total  of  11  miles  and  10 
miles  of  ways  would  be  open  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  is 
anticipated  to  increase  the  recreational  ORV  use  from  720  to  1,000  visits 
annually. 

The  9,200  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use  would  increase 
slightly  in  this  area  from  160  to  225  visits  in  the  foreseeable  future. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Fandango  WSA  would  be  open  for  management  for  non-motorized  recreation 
activities.   These  include  the  traditional  hiking,  backpacking,  trapping,  rock 
and  mountain  climbing,  plant  and  mineral  collecting,  photography,  bird 
watching  and  horseback  riding.   Recreational  use  for  these  activities  would 
remain  at  about  th  same  level  annually  of  230  visits  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of 
recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  31,740  acres  of  the  Fandango  WSA 
recommended  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mineral  leasing  and  mining  laws.   Mining  claims  which  have  plans  of 
operation  filed  would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans  of  operations 
for  development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be 
processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations. 
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The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources. 
Although  the  area  is  classified  as  having  8,640  acres  with  moderate  potential 
for  oil  and  gas,  and  480  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  geothermal 
resources,  exploration  is  not  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   Higher  potential 
resources  are  available  outside  the  WSA  and  closer  to  markets. 

Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Pinyon  and  juniper  thinning  by  mechanical  means  on  1,500  acres  to  allow  for 
browse  re-establishment  would  not  be  permitted.   Prescribed  burning  may  be 
done  where  required  to  maintain  the  natural  condition  of  fire-dependent 
ecosystems . 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  40,940  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Fandango  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Fandango  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  2,100  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use.   Two  miles  of  existing  fence,  five  miles  of  pipeline, 
and  five  spring  developments  within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock 
management  purposes.   An  additional  one  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  constructed 
in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  Fandango  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use.   This  action  would 
eliminate  the  current  recreational  0RV  of  720  visits  that  is  estimated  to 
occur  in  the  area  annually. 

Other  Recreation 

Non-motorized  recreation  activities  including  the  traditional  hiking, 
backpacking,  trapping,  rock  and  mountain  climbing,  plant  and  mineral 
collecting,  photography,  bird  watching  and  horseback  riding  would  continue. 
Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  720  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  is 
expected  to  increase  to  1,000  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No 
recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation 
facilities  is  not  anticipated. 
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Mineral  Resources  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  Fandango  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws.   Validity 
examinations  would  be  conducted  on  mining  claims  which  have  plans  of  operation 
filed  that  are  presently  located  within  the  WSA.   Plans  of  operations  for 
development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be  processed 
in  accordance  with  existing  regulations. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources. 
Although  the  area  is  classified  as  having  8,640  acres  of  potential  moderate 
potential  for  oil  and  gas,  and  480  acres  with  moderate  potential  for 
geothermal  resources,  exploration  is  not  anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   There 
are  better  potential  resources  outside  the  WSA  and  closer  to  market. 

Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Pinyon  and  juniper  thinning  on  1,500  acres  to  allow  for  browse 
re-establishment  by  mechanical  means  would  not  be  permitted.   Prescribed 
burning  may  be  done  where  required  to  maintain  the  natural  condition  of 
fire-dependent  ecosystems. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

In  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Fandango  WSA  with  the  Morey 
WSA  by  closing  the  South  Sixmile  Road,  adjusting  boundaries,  and  closing  and 
rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Fandango  WSA,  31,740  acres,  would  be  recommended  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation,  including  14,560  acres  of  the  Morey  WSA  added  to 
the  original  WSA.   The  remaining  9,200  acres,  located  along  the  periphery  of 
the  WSAs,  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

Both  Fandango  and  Morey  WSAs  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately 
3,000  AUMs  total  of  livestock  grazing  use.   Five  spring  developments,  seven 
miles  of  pipeline,  and  two  miles  of  barbed  wire  fence  would  be  maintained  for 
livestock  management  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation.   The  one  mile  of  pipeline  planned  in  the  Fandango  WSA  would  be 
completed. 
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Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  46,300  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   Cherrystem  roads  extending  into  the 
WSA  from  the  northern  and  western  boundaries  for  a  total  of  twelve  miles  and 
fourteen  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action 
would  reduce  the  current  recreational  ORV  use  that  is  estimated  to  occur 
annually  in  the  area  from  920  to  410  visits. 

The  14,760  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use  would  not  increase  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 


Other  Recreation 

Both  Fandango  and  Morey  WSAs  would  be  managed  for  non-motorized  recreation 
activities.   These  include  the  traditional  hiking,  backpacking,  trapping,  rock 
and  mountain  climbing,  plant  and  mineral  collecting,  photography,  bird 
watching  and  horseback  riding.   Recreational  use  for  these  activities  would 
remain  at  the  low  level  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation 
facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities 
is  not  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  46,300  acres  of  both  WSAs  recommended 
suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mineral 
leasing  and  mining  laws.   Mining  claims  which  have  plans  of  operation  filed 
would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans  of  operations  for  development 
of  claims  and  any  others  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be 
processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations. 

The  northeast  part  of  the  Morey  WSA  is  classified  as  having  4,160  acres  with 
moderate  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources.   There  are  no  developed 
mines  and  none  are  anticipated  in  the  Morey  WSA. 

Although  the  area  is  classified  as  having  5,120  acres  with  moderate  potential 
for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources,  exploration  is  not  anticipated 
inside  the  WSA.   This  is  based  on  lack  of  industry  interest,  distance  to 
market,  and  availability  of  higher  potential  resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 

Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Pinyon  and  juniper  thinning  of  2,500  acres  to  allow  for  browse 
re-establishment  by  mechanical  means  would  not  be  permitted  on  the  46,300 
acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Approximately  1,000  acres  of  pinyon  and  juniper  encroachment  would  be  thinned 
by  mechanical  means  to  allow  for  browse  re-establishment  on  14,740  acres 
recommended  nonsuitable. 
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Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

All  40,940  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Fandango  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Fandango  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing  use.   Two 
miles  of  existing  fence,  five  miles  of  pipeline,  and  five  spring  developments 
within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes.   One 
mile  of  pipeline  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreation  ORV  use. 
Approximately  710  visits  of  ORV  use  occurs  annually  within  the  WSA.   This  is 
expected  to  increase  to  about  1,000  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future, 

There  are  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA  which 
provide  access  for  ORV  enthusiasts.   No  other  development  of  roads  or  ways  is 
anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Fandango  WSA  would  be  open  to  other  recreation  activities  in  addition  to 
recreation  ORV  use.   These  activities  would  include  hunting  and  hunting- 
related  horseback  riding  and  camping.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  230 
visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  is  expected  to  increase  to  390  visits  per 
year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be 
about  310  visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  700  visits  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA. 
Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

No  development  of  the  40  existing  mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  is 
anticipated.   No  validity  determinations  would  be  required. 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  8,640  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil 

and  gas  occurrence  in  the  northwest  corner.  There  are  six  oil  and  gas  leases 

covering  about  7,680  acres.   No  development  of  these  is  expected  inside  the 
WSA. 
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Big  Game  Habitat  Management  Actions 

Approximately  1,500  acres  of  pinyon  and  juniper  encroachment  would  be  thinned 
by  mechanical  means  to  allow  for  browse  re-establishment,  and  enhancement  of 
big  game  habitat. 
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PALISADE  MESA  (NV-060-142/162) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA,  66,110  acres,  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   The  remaining  33,440  acres,  located 
along  the  western  and  southern  boundary  of  the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  3,400 
AUMs  of  livestock,  grazing  use  on  four  allotments.   The  five  spring 
developments  and  water  impoundment  would  be  maintained  for  livestock 
management  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   The 
three  miles  of  fence  planned  in  the  WSA  would  be  completed. 


Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

The  66,110  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use.   Fifteen  miles  of  ways  would  be  open 
to  recreational  0RV  use.   This  action  is  anticipated  to  not  change  the 
recreational  0RV  use  from  500  visits  annually. 

The  33,440  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  0RV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  0RV  use  would  remain  at  the 
level  of  100  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities. 
These  include  hiking,  photography,  and  sightseeing.   Recreational  use  for 
these  activities  would  remain  about  350  visits  per  year  for  the  foreseeable 
future  within  the  WSA.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  6 
visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  19  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of 
recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  66,110  acres  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA 
recommended  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mineral  leasing  and  mining  laws.   One  mining  claim  would  be  examined  to 
determine  validity.   Plans  of  operations  for  development  of  this  claim  at  the 
time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations, 
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The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  4,800  acres  with  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  mineral  resources.   Although  the  nonsuitable  area  is  classified  as 
having  7,360  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas,  exploration  is  not 
anticipated  inside  the  WSA.   This  is  based  on  distance  to  market  and 
availability  of  better  potential  resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  99,950  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  3,400 
AUMs  of  livestock  grazing  use.   A  five-acre  water  impoundment  and  five  spring 
developments  within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management 
purposes.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use.   This  action 
would  eliminate  the  current  recreational  ORV  use  of  500  visits  annually  that 
is  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities 
including  hiking,  photography,  and  sightseeing.   Recreational  use  for  these 
activities  would  not  change,  but  would  remain  at  about  500  visits  per  year 
within  the  WSA  for  the  foreseeable  future.    Hunting  use  is  currently 
estimated  to  be  about  6  visits  annually  and  is  expected  to  increase  to  19 
visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails 
exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 

Mineral  Resources  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be  withdrawn 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws. 
Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  the  two  mining  claims  that  are 
presently  located  within  the  WSA  at  the  time  of  designation.   No  mineral 
development  is  anticipated  in  the  WSA. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  8,960  acres  with  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  mineral  resources  and  7,360  acres  rated  as  moderate  potential  for  oil 
and  gas.   No  exploration  is  expected  inside  the  WSA  due  to  better  potential 
resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 
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Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  combining  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  with  The  Wall 
WSA  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road,  adjusting  boundaries,  and  closing  and 
rehabilitating  eight  miles  of  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA,  83,550  acres,  and  30,320  acres  of  The  Wall 
WSA  for  a  total  of  113,870  acres  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.   The  remaining  23,680  acres,  located  along  the 
periphery  of  the  WSAs,  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

Both  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs  would  continue  to  be  managed  for 
approximately  4,500  AUMs  total  of  livestock  grazing  use.   One  spring 
development  and  water  impoundment,  and  a  barbed  wire  fence  would  be 
maintained  for  livestock  management  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.   The  three  miles  of  fence  planned  in  the  WSA  would  be 
completed. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  113,870  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   Cherrystem  roads  extending  into  the 
WSA  from  the  northern  and  western  boundaries  for  a  total  of  eight  miles  and 
ten  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  is 
anticipated  to  reduce  the  recreational  ORV  use  from  760  to  550  visits  annually, 

The  23,680  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  continue  to  be  managed 
for  ORV  use.  Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use  would 
remain  at  about  300  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Other  Recreation 

Both  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs  would  be  managed  for  non-motorized 
recreation  activities.   These  include  limited  hunting,  photography,  hiking, 
and  sightseeing.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  470  visits  per  year  within 
the  WSA.   These  visits  are  not  expected  to  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  9  visits  and  are  not 
expected  to  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not 
anticipated. 
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Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  113,870  acres  of  both  WSAs  recommended 
suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mineral 
leasing  and  mining  laws.   The  portion  recommended  suitable  has  one  mining 
claim  and  31  oil  and  gas  leases  covering  25,280  acres.   This  mining  claim 
would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans  of  operation  for  development 
of  this  claim  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance  with 
existing  regulations. 

The  southwest  part  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  is  classified  as  having  7,680 
acres  with  moderate  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources,  however, 
exploration  or  development  is  not  anticipated  inside  the  WSA. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

All  99,550  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  3,400 
AUMs  of  livestock  grazing  use.   Three  mile  of  fence  would  be  constructed  in 
the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreational  0RV  use.   No  change 
in  the  current  recreation  visitor  use  is  anticipated. 

There  are  20  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA  which 
provide  access  for  ORV  enthusiasts.   No  development  of  additional  roads  or 
ways  is  anticipated. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be  open  to  other  recreation  activities  in  addition 
to  recreation  ORV  use.   These  activities  would  include  sightseeing,  hiking, 
and  photography.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  350  visits  per  year  within 
the  WSA,  and  is  expected  to  increase  to  380  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  6  visits  and  are 
expected  to  increase  to  19  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No 
recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation 
facilities  is  not  anticipated. 
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Mineral  Resource  Actions 

No  development  of  the  existing  mining  claim  located  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated, 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of 
moderate  favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable 
minerals  is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  7,360  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil 
and  gas  occurrence  in  the  southeast  corner.   There  are  thirty  oil  and  gas 
leases  covering  about  38,400  acres.   No  development  of  these  is  anticipated 
due  to  availability  of  better  potential  resources  outside  of  the  WSA. 
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Chapter  2 

THE  WALL  (NV-060-163) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  The  Wall  WSA,  30,320  acres,  would  be  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.   The  remaining  7,680  acres,  along  the  eastern  boundary 
of  the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Wall  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,100  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use.   One  spring  development  and  a  mile  of  fence  would  be 
maintained  for  livestock  management  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  30,320-acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   One  mile  of  road  would  be  open  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  not  change  the  current  recreational 
ORV  use  of  110  visits  annually. 

The  7,680-acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use  would  would  remain  at 
the  current  level  for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Wall  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  hunter  use.   Current  use  is 
estimated  at  about  120  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  is  expected  to 
increase  to  130  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.  Hunting  visits  are 
currently  estimated  to  be  about  three  visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to 
nine  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not 
anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  30,320  acres  of  The  Wall  WSA  recommended 
suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mineral 
leasing  and  mining  laws.   There  are  no  mining  claims  in  The  Wall  WSA. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources, 
oil  and  gas,  and  geothermal  resources.   Exploration  or  development  is  not 
anticipated  inside  the  WSA. 
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Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  38,000  acres  of  public  land  in  The  Wall  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Wall  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,100  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use.   One  spring  development  and  one  mile  of  fence  within 
the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes.   No  additional 
range  developments  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  Wall  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.  Approximately  260 
visits  which  occur  annually  within  the  WSA  would  be  reduced  to  about  110 
visits  annually. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Wall  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  hunter  use.   Recreational  use  for 
this  activity  would  not  change,  but  would  remain  at  the  same  level  of  120 
visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA  and  none  are  planned.   Development  of  recreation 
facilities  is  not  anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 


Mineral  Resources  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  The  Wall  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws.   No  mineral 
development  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  with 
The  Wall  WSA  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road,  adjusting  boundaries  closing 
and  rehabilitating  eight  miles  of  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA,  83,550  acres,  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  including  30,320  acres  of  The  Wall  WSA 
added  to  the  original  WSA  for  a  total  of  113,870  acres.   The  remaining  23,680 
acres,  located  along  the  periphery  of  the  WSAs,  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
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Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

Both  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs  would  continue  to  be  managed  for 
livestock  grazing  use.   A  total  of  approximately  4,500  AUMs  of  use  would  occur 
within  the  WSA.   The  spring  developments,  water  impoundment,  and  barbed  wire 
fence  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes  in  the  parcel 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   Three  miles  of  fence  planned 
for  the  WSA  would  be  completed. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  113,870  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   Cherrystem  roads  extending  into  the 
WSA  from  the  northern  and  western  boundaries  for  a  total  of  eight  miles  and 
ten  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would 
slightly  reduce  the  current  recreational  ORV  use  from  760  to  550  visits 
annually. 

The  23,680  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use,  but  would  remain  at 
the  current  level  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Other  Recreation 

Both  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs  would  be  open  for  non-motorized 
recreation  activities.   These  include  hunting,  photography,  hiking,  and 
sightseeing.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  470  visits  per  year  within  the 
WSAs.   No  increase  in  use  is  expected  in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting 
visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  9  visits  annually  and  are  not 
expected  to  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not 
anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  113,870  acres  of  both  WSAs  recommended 
suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mineral 
leasing  and  mining  laws.   The  portion  recommended  suitable  has  one  mining 
claim  and  31  oil  and  gas  leases  covering  25,280  acres.   This  mining  claim 
would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans  of  operation  for  development 
of  this  claim  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance  with 
existing  regulations. 

The  southwest  part  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  is  classified  as  having  7,680 
acres  with  moderate  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources,  however, 
exploration  is  not  anticipated  inside  the  WSA. 
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Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

All  38,000  acres  of  public  land  in  The  Wall  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Wall  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,100  AUMs  of 
livestock  grazing  use.   One  spring  development  and  a  mile  of  fence  within  the 
WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes.   No  additional 
range  developments  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreation  0RV  use. 
Approximately  260  visits  of  ORV  use  occurs  annually  within  the  WSA.   This  use 
is  expected  to  increase  to  300  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

There  are  five  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA  which 
provide  access  for  ORV  enthusiasts.   No  other  development  of  roads  or  ways  is 
anticipated  because  of  the  low  use  the  area  receives. 


Other  Recreation 

The  Wall  WSA  would  be  open  for  management  of  non-motorized  recreation  use.^ 
Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  120  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  is 
expected  to  increase  to  130  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting 
visits  are  currently  estimated  at  about  3  visits  annually  and  are  expected  to 
increase  to  9  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation 
facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.  Development  of  recreation  facilities 
is  not  anticipated. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

There  are  no  mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA,  and  the  area  is  classified  as 
having  low  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  a  low  favorability  for  oil  and  gas 
occurrence.   There  are  twenty-one  oil  and  gas  leases  covering  about  24,320 
acres,  however,  no  exploration  or  development  is  anticipated. 
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SOUTH  REVEILLE  (NV -060-112) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA,  33,000  acres,  would  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   The  remaining  73,200  acres,  located 
around  the  periphery  of  the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  4,800 
AUMs  of  livestock  grazing  use.   A  water  impoundment  and  five  spring 
developments  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management  in  the  parcel 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation.   Two  wells  and  two  spring 
developments,  planned  for  the  WSA  would  be  completed. 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  33,000-acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use  not  including  one  mile  of  way.   This 
action  would  not  change  the  current  recreational  ORV  use  in  the  area  of  1,000 
visits  per  year. 

The  73,200-acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use,  but  would  remain  at 
the  current  level  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future  on  this  area. 

Other  Recreation 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities. 
These  include  hunting,  hiking,  backpacking,  horseback  riding  and  mountain 
climbing.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  140  visits  per  year  within  the 
WSA,  and  is  expected  to  decrease  to  90  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  ten  visits  and  are  not 
expected  to  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not 
anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  33,000  acres  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA 
recommended  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mineral  leasing  and  mining  laws.   These  are  three  mining  claims  within  the 
WSA.   Those  which  have  plans  of  operation  filed  would  be  examined  to  determine 
validity.   Plans  of  operations  for  development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the 
time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations. 
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The  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  is  classified  as  having  28,160  acres  with 
moderate  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources.   Although  there  are  no 
developed  mines,  one  small  precious  metals  mine  is  anticipated  in  the  northern 
part  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA.  About  10  acres  within  the  WSA  would  be 
disturbed,  including  one  mile  (1.5  acres)  of  one  acre  of  mine  site,  three 
acres  for  the  mill  site  and  4.5  acres  of  tailings. 

The  area  is  classified  as  having  55,000  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  oil 
and  gas.   It  is  assumed  that  there  would  be  a  small  producing  potential  oil 
field,  in  the  foreseeable  future.   About  40  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be 
disturbed,  including  the  3  miles  (5  acres)  of  roads,  20  acres  of  storage,  and 
15  acres  for  load  out  facilities. 


High  Erosion  Potential  Watershed  Actions 

About  23,800  acres  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA  have  been  identified  as  high 
erosion  potential  watershed.   Under  this  alternative,  18,000  acres  would  be 
within  the  proposed  wilderness  area  and  would  be  protected  from  excessive 
erosion.   On  the  remaining  5,800  acres  it  is  anticipated  that  mining 
development  of  about  10  acres  would  occur.   The  activities  or  projects 
associated  with  the  development  of  the  mine  would  be  handled  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  to  protect  this  watershed  from  excessive  erosion. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  106,200  acres  of  public  land  in  the  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be 
recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  4,800 
AUMs  of  livestock  grazing  use.   The  five  spring  developments  and  water 
impoundment  within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management 
purposes.   Two  new  spring  developments  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use.   The 
approximately  2,000  visits  which  occur  annually  within  the  WSA  would  be 
foregone. 
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Other  Recreation 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities 
including  hunting,  hiking,  backpacking,  horseback  riding  and  mountain 
climbing.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  140  visits  per  year  within  the 
WSA,  and  is  expected  to  decrease  to  90  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  at  ten  visits  annually 
and  are  not  expected  to  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation 
facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities 
is  not  anticipated. 


Mineral  Resources  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be  withdrawn 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws. 
Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  the  mining  claims  which  have  plans 
of  operation  filed  that  are  presently  located  within  the  WSA.   Plans  of 
operation  for  development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation 
would  be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations.  Although  there 
are  no  developed  mines,  one  precious  metals  mine  is  anticipated  in  the 
northern  part  of  the  WSA.   About  ten  acres  within  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed 
including  one  mile  (1.5  acres)  of  road,  one  acre  for  the  mine,  three  acres  of 
mill  site  and  4.5  acres  for  tailings. 

The  area  is  classified  as  having  55,000  acres  moderately  favorable  for  oil  and 
gas.   There  would  be  no  exploration  or  development  allowed  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 


High  Erosion  Potential  Watersheds  Actions 

About  23,800  acres  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA  have  been  identified  as  a  high 
erosion  potential  watershed.   Under  this  alternative,  it  is  anticipated  that  a 
small  mining  development  on  10  acres  would  be  developed.   The  activities  or 
projects  associated  with  the  development  would  be  handled  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  to  protect  the  watershed  from  excessive  erosion. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

All  106,200  acres  of  public  land  in  the  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  4,800 
AUMs  of  livestock  grazing  use.   The  five  spring  developments  and  water 
impoundment  within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management 
purposes.   Two  new  spring  developments  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 
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Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreational  ORV  use. 
Approximately  2,000  visits  of  ORV  use  occurs  annually  within  the  WSA.   This 
use  is  expected  to  increase  to  about  3,700  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 

There  are  five  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA  which 
provide  access  for  ORV  enthusiasts.  No  other  development  of  roads  or  ways  is 
anticipated. 


Other  Recreation 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities 
in  addition  to  recreational  ORV  use.   These  activities  would  include  hunting, 
hiking,  backpacking,  horseback  riding  and  mountain  climbing.   Current  use  is 
estimated  at  about  140  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  is  expected  to 
increase  to  240  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.  Hunting  visits  are 
currently  estimated  to  be  about  ten  visits  and  are  not  expected  to  increase  m 
the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA. 
Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 


Mineral  Resources  Actions 


Although  there  are  no  developed  mines,  one  small  precious  metals  mine  is 
anticipated  in  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA.   About  ten  acres  within  the  WSA 
will  be  disturbed,  including  one  mile  (1.5  acres)  of  road,  one  acre  for  the 
mine,  three  acres  of  mill  site  and  4.5  acres  for  tailings. 

The  area  is  classified  as  having  55,000  acres  moderately  valuable  for  oil  and 
gas   It  is  assumed  that  there  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   About  40  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed 
including  the  three  miles  (5  acres)  of  roads,  20  acres  of  storage,  and  15 
acres  for  load  out  facilities. 

Hardrock  exploration  is  anticipated  at  the  rate  of  two  Notices  of  Intent  per 
year.   The  disturbance  is  estimated  about  five  acres  for  each  development. 

High  Erosion  Potential  Watersheds  Actions 

About  23,800  acres  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA  have  been  identified  as  a  high 
erosion  potential  watershed.   Under  this  alternative  no  additional  protection 
would  be  provided.   Activities  or  projects  would  be  handled  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  to  protect  this  watershed  from  excessive  erosion. 
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BLUE  EAGLE  (NV-060-158/199) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

A  portion  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA,  58,350  acres,  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  incuding  750  acres  added  to  the 
original.   The  remaining  1,960  acres,  located  along  the  western  boundary  of 
the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,100  AUMs 
of  livestock  grazing  use.   The  five  spring  developments  would  be  maintained 
for  livestock  management  purposes  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.   The  spring  development  and  six  miles  of  pipeline 
planned  in  the  WSA  would  be  completed. 

Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

The  58,350  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   Twelve  miles  of  ways  and  five  miles 
of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  open  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  is  not 
anticipated  to  change  the  recreational  ORV  use  from  670  visits  annually. 

The  1,960  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  ORV  use  would  not  change,  but 
would  remain  at  the  same  level  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities. 
These  include  backpacking,  hiking,  and  mountain  climbing.   Current  use  is 
estimated  at  about  320  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA.   Other  recreation 
visits  are  expected  to  decrease  to  290  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  40  visits  and  are  not 
expected  to  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future.  No  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not 
anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  58,350  acres  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA 
recommended  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mineral  leasing  and  mining  laws.   Seventy-six  mining  claims  are  located 
within  the  WSA.   Those  claims  which  have  plans  of  operation  filed  would  be 
examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans  of  operations  for  development  of 
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claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance 
with  existing  regulations.   Approximately  39,720  acres  of  the  portion 
recommended  suitable  are  covered  by  17  oil  and  gas  leases. 

The  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  is  classified  as  having  960  acres  with 
moderate  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources  and  2,000  acres  rated  as 
high  potential  for  oil  and  gas.   Because  the  area  is  classified  as  being 
highly  valuable  for  oil  and  gas,  it  is  assumed  there  would  be  a  small 
producing  oil  field  in  the  foreseeable  future.   About  50  acres  inside  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed,  including  three  miles  (5  acres)  of  roads,  30  acres  for 
storage,  and  15  acres  of  load  out  facilities. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

All  59,560  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,100  AUMs 
of  livestock  grazing  use.   Five  spring  developments  within  the  WSA  would  be 
maintained  for  livestock  management  purposes.   One  spring  development  and  six 
miles  of  pipeline  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 


Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use.   The 
approximately  670  visits  which  occur  annually  within  the  WSA  would  be  foregone, 


Other  Recreation 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities 
including  backpacking,  hiking  and  mountain  climbing.   Current  use  is  estimated 
at  about  320  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA,  and  is  expected  to  decrease  to 
290  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently 
estimated  at  about  40  visits  annually  and  are  not  expected  to  increase  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA. 
Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 
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Mineral  Resources  Actions 


Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from 
all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws. 
Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  the  mining  claims  which  have  plans 
of  operation  filed  that  are  presently  located  within  the  WSA.   No  development 
of  mineral  claims  that  currently  exist  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated.   About  2,000 
acres  rated  as  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas,  would  be  foregone. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  adjusting  boundaries  and  closing  and 
rehabilitating  eight  miles  of  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation,  including  750  acres  added  to  the  original  WSA  for  a 
total  of  59,350  acres.   The  remaining  960  acres,  located  along  the  west  side 
of  the  WSA,  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction  Actions 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  approximately  1,100  AUMs 
of  livestock  grazing  use.   The  five  spring  developments  would  be  maintained 
for  livestock  management  in  the  parcel  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation.   One  spring  development  and  six  miles  of  pipeline  planned  in  the 
WSA  would  be  completed. 


Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

The  59,350  acre  parcel  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use.   Cherrystem  roads  extending  into  the 
WSA  from  the  northern  and  eastern  boundaries  for  a  total  of  six  miles  and 
twelve  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  0RV  use.   This  action 
would  reduce  the  recreational  0RV  use  from  670  to  530  visits  annually. 

The  960  acre  parcel  recommended  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  0RV  use. 
Projection  estimates  indicate  that  recreational  0RV  use,  but  would  remain  at 
the  current  level  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  open  for  non-motorized  recreation  activities. 
These  include  backpacking,  hiking,  and  mountain  climbing.   Current  use  is 
estimated  at  about  320  visits  per  year  within  the  WSA.   Other  recreation 
visits  are  expected  to  decrease  to  290  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  at  about  40  visits  annually  and  are  not 
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expected  to  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future.   No  recreation  facilities  or 
trails  exist  in  the  WSA.  Development  of  recreation  facilities  is  not 
anticipated. 


Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  59,350  acres  recommended  suitable  would 
be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mineral  leasing  and 
mining  laws.   There  are  148  mining  claims  within  the  WSA.  Those  claims  which 
have  plans  of  operation  filed  would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.   Plans 
of  operations  for  development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation 
would  be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regulations.   Approximately 
42,280  acres  of  the  portion  recommended  suitable  are  covered  by  20  oil  and  gas 
leases . 

The  northwest  part  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  is  classified  as  having  960  acres 
with  moderate  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources.   The  southwest  area 
recommended  nonsuitable,  is  classified  as  having  2,000  acres  of  high  potential 
for  oil  and  gas.   It  is  assumed  there  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  in 
the  foreseeable  future.   About  50  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed, 
including  3  miles  (5  acres)  of  roads,  30  acres  of  storage,  and  15  acre  for 
load  out  facilities. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

All  59,560  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Livestock  grazing  and  Range  Management  Actions 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing  use. 
Five  spring  developments  within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock 
management  purposes.   A  spring  development  and  six  miles  of  pipeline  would  be 
constructed  in  the  WSA  and  maintenance  activities  would  not  change. 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreation  0RV  use. 
Approximately  670  visits  or  ORV  use  occurs  annually  within  the  WSA.   0RV  use 
is  expected  to  increase  to  990  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

There  are  15  miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA. 
Development  of  roads  or  ways  is  anticipated  because  of  the  exploration  for 
minerals  and  exploration  and  development  of  oil  and  gas  facilities. 
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Other  Recreation 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  open  to  other  recreation  activities  in  addition  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   These  activities  would  include  backpacking,  hiking,  and 
mountain  climbing.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  670  visits  per  year 
within  the  WSA,  and  is  expected  to  increase  to  990  visits  per  year  in  the 
foreseeable  future.   Hunting  visits  are  currently  estimated  to  be  about  40 
visits  and  are  expected  to  increase  to  65  visits  per  year  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   No  recreation  facilities  or  trails  exist  in  the  WSA.   Development  of 
recreation  facilities  is  not  anticipated. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

No  development  of  the  148  existing  mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  is 
anticipated.   No  validity  examinations  would  be  required. 

Potential  for  development  of  other  locatable  minerals  is  low  because  of  low 
favorability  for  occurrence.   Potential  for  development  of  saleable  minerals 
is  low  because  of  the  distance  to  markets. 

The  WSA  is  classified  as  having  2,000  acres  with  high  potential  for  oil  and 
gas  occurrence  in  the  northwest  and  southwest  corners.   There  are  29  oil  and 
gas  leases  covering  about  46,760  acres.  It  is  assumed  there  would  be  a  small 
producing  oil  field  in  the  foreseeable  future.  About  50  acres  inside  the  WSA 
would  be  disturbed,  three  miles  (5  acres)  of  roads,  30  acres  of  storage,  and 
15  acres  for  load  out  facilities. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


Impact  on  Wilderness 
Values 


i 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(No  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


KAWICH 


The  Kawich  WSA's 
wilderness  values  of 
size,  naturalness, 
and  outstanding 
opportunities  for 
solitude  would  be  lost. 


Wilderness  values 
would  be  slightly 
enhanced  on  most  of 
the   54,320  acres  of 
the  Kawich  WSA.   The 
wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  and 
solitude  would  be 
lost  on  approximately 
35  acres  in  the  areas 
of  mineral  development. 


On  the  45,220  acres 
designated  wilderness, 
naturalness  and 
opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude 
would  improve  slightly. 
The  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness  and  solitude 
would  be  lost  on  35  acres 
in  the  areas  of  mineral 
development.   On  the 
9,600  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
solitude. 


Impact  on 
Recreational  ORV 
Use 


Recreational  ORV  use 
would  remain  below 
1,300  visits  annually. 
There  would  be  a 
slight  increase  in 
recreational  ORV  use. 


Recreational  ORV  use  of 
500  visits  would  be 
foregone  annually. 
The  impacts  of  shifting 
this  use  to  other 
public  lands  would  be 
negligible. 


Recreational  ORV  use 
would  be  foregone  on  the 
45,220  acres  designated 
wilderness  and  500 
visits  would  be  foregone 
annually. 

On  the  9,600  acres  of 
the  WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  increase. 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


Impacts  on 
Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(No  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


KAWICH  (continued) 


There  would  probably 
be  an  acceleration  of 
exploration  and 
development  of  precious 
metals  resources  in 
the  Kawich  WSA. 


No  impact  to  develop- 
ment of  precious 
metals  resources 
would  occur.   Explor- 
ation would  be 
foregone  on  51,320 
acres  of  the  WSA. 


No  impacts  to  precious 
metals  development  would 
occur.   Exploration  would 
be  foregone  on  45,220 
acres  recommended  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation. 


i 
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Impacts  on 
Grazing  Facility 
Maintenance  and 
Construction 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
or  construction  in  the 
Kawich  WSA. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
or  construction. 


There  would  be  no  impact 
to  grazing  facility 
maintenance  and 
construction. 


Impacts  on  Mule 
Deer  Population 


The  impact  of  mineral 
and  energy  exploration 
and  development  could 
reduce  the  mule  deer 
population. 


Mule  deer  population 
are  expected  to 
increase.   Mechanical 
manipulation  of  9,000 
acres  would  be 
foregone. 


The  overall  impact  of 
wilderness  designation  of 
45,220  acres  would  be 
beneficial  to  big  game 
habitat.   Nondesignation 
of  9,600  acres  would 
result  in  a  reduction  in 
mule  deer  population. 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


Impacts  on  Wilderness 
Values 


I 

I 


Impact  on 
Recreational 
ORV  use 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(No  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


RAWHIDE  MOUNTAIN 


The  Rawhide  Mountain 
WSA's  wilderness  values 
of  size,  naturalness, 
and  outstanding  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude 
would  be  lost. 


Recreational  ORV  use 
would  remain  below 
1,500  visits  annually. 
There  would  be  no 
impact  on  recreational 
ORV  use. 


Wilderness  values 
would  be  slightly 
enhanced  on  all 
64,360  acres  of  the 
Rawhide  Mountain  WSA. 
The  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness  and 
solitude  would  be 
lost  in  the  areas  of 
mineral  development. 


Recreational  ORV  use 
of  1,000  visits  would 
be  foregone  annually. 
The  impacts  of 
shifting  this  use  to 
other  public  lands 
would  be  negligible. 


On  the  41,960  acres 
designated  wilderness, 
the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude 
would  improve  slightly. 
The  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness  and  solitude 
would  be  lost  in  the  areas 
of  mineral  development. 
On  the  22,400  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
solitude . 

Recreational  ORV  use  would 
be  foregone  on  the  41,960 
acres  designated 
wilderness  and  800  visits 
would  be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  22,400  acres  of  the 
WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue  to 
increase,  but  would  not 
exceed  1,000  visits 
annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


I 

a-* 
o 

i 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


Impact  on 
Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 


Impact  on 
Grazing  Facility 
Maintenance  and 
Construction 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(No  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness ) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


RAWHIDE  MOUNTAIN  (continued) 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  development 
or  exploration  of 
mineral  resources. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
or  construction  in  the 
Rawhide  Mountain  WSA. 


No  impact  to  precious 
metals  resource 
development  would 
occur.   Exploration 
would  be  foregone  on 
64,360  acres. 


No  impact  to  development 
of  precious  metals  would 
occur.   Exploration  would 
be  foregone  on  41,960 
acres  recommended  suitable 
or  wilderness  designation. 


A  proposed  well  could  There  would  be  no  impact 
not  be  developed  in    to  grazing  facility 
the  WSA.  maintenance  and 

construction. 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


Impact  on  Wilderness 
Values 


i 


On  the  14,560  acres 
designated  wilderness, 
wilderness  values  of 
the  Bristlecone  pine, 
bighorn  sheep  habitat, 
South  Sixmile  Canyon 
and  the  proposed 
National  Natural  Land- 
mark areas  would  be 
protected.   There  would 
be  a  slight  reduction 
of  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for 
solitude  because  of 
continued  recreational 
ORV  use. 


MOREY 

On  20,120  acres  of  the 
WSA,  there  would  be  a 
slight  improvement  of 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude. 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


On  the  46,300  acres 
designated  wilderness,  the 
area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  primi- 
tive and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude 
would  improve  slightly. 
The  Bristlecone  pine, 
bighorn  sheep  habitat, 
South  Sixmile  Canyon  and 
the  proposed  National 
Natural  Landmark  areas 
would  be  protected .   On 
the  14,760  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
solitude . 


On  20,120  acres  of 
the  WSA,  the 
area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities 
for  solitude  would 
be  lost  in  the 
northeastern  part 
of  the  WSA  due  to 
increasing 
recreational  ORV 
use  and  mineral 
development . 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


Impact  on 
Recreational  ORV 
Use 


I 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


MOREY  (continued) 
Recreational  ORV  use  of   Recreational  ORV  use  of   Recreational  ORV  use  would   There  would  be  no 


150  visits  annually 
would  be  foregone  on 
the  14,560  acres 
designated  wilderness. 

The  one  mile  of  road 
within  the  designated 
area  would  remain  open. 

On  the  5,560  acres  of 
the  WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue 
to  increase,  but  would 
not  exceed  50  visits 
annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


200  visits  annually 
would  be  foregone  on 
the  20,120  acres 
designated  wilderness, 


be  foregone  on  the  46,300 
acres  designated  wilder- 
ness and  500  visits  would 
be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  14,760  acres  of  the 
WSA  not  designated  wilder- 
ness, recreational  ORV  use 
would  continue  to  increase, 
but  would  not  exceed  1,000 
visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


impact  on 
recreational  ORV 
use . 


Impact  on 
Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 


Exploration  and 
development  of  one 
small  precious  metals 
mine  would  be  foregone. 


Exploration  and 
development  of  one 
small  precious  metals 
mine  would  be  foregone. 


Exploration  and 
development  of  a  small 
precious  metals  mine 
would  be  foregone. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to 
development  of 
mineral  resources, 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


Impact  on  Grazing 
Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
and  construction.   All 
anticipated  facilities 
have  been  completed  and 
maintenance  will  be 
performed. 


MOREY  (continued) 

There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
or  construction. 


There  would  be  no  impact 
to  grazing  facility 
maintenance  and 
construction. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility 
maintenance  and 
construction. 


Impact  on  Mule 
I  Deer  Population 

ON 

I 


The  overall  impact  of 
wilderness  designation 
of  14,560  acres  would 
be  beneficial  to  mule 
deer  population.   Non- 
designation  of  5,560 
acres  would  result  in  a 
reduction  in  mule  deer 
population. 


The  overall  impact  of 
wilderness  designation 
would  be  a  beneficial 
effect  on  mule  deer 
population.   Mechanical 
thinning  on  2,000  acres 
of  mule  deer  habitat 
would  be  foregone. 


The  overall  impact  of 
wilderness  designation  of 
46,300  acres  would  be 
beneficial  to  mule  deer 
population.   Nondesigna- 
tion  of  14,760  acres  would 
result  in  a  reduction  in 
mule  deer  population  in 
those  areas. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  mule 
deer  populations 
overall . 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


FANDANGO 


Impact  on 

Wilderness 

Values 


i 
I 


On  the  31,740  acres 
designated  wilderness, 
all  wilderness  values 
would  be  maintained. 
The  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  reduce 
slightly  because  of 
approximately  500 
visits  of  recreational 
ORV  use.   On  the  9,200 
acres  not  designated 
wilderness,  there  would 
be  a  slight  reduction 
of  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for 
solitude  because  of 
continued  recreational 
ORV  use. 


There  would  be  a  slight 
improvement  of  the 
area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  prim- 
itive and  unconfined 
recreation  and  soli- 
tude.  There  would  be  a 
slight  decrease  in  the 
area's  opportunities 
for  solitude  on  1,900 
acres  in  Cow  Canyon. 


On  the  46,300  acres 
designated  wilderness,  all 
wilderness  values  would  be 
maintained.   The  area's 
naturalness  and  opportun- 
ities for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  improve 
slightly.   The  Bristlecone 
pine,  bighorn  sheep 
habitat,  South  Sixmile 
Canyon  and  the  proposed 
National  Natural  Landmark 
areas  would  be  protected. 
On  the  14,760  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
solitude  because  of 
increasing  recreational 
ORV  use. 


On  40,940  acres  of 
the  WSA,  there 
would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  the 
area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities 
for  solitude.   In 
the  Cow  Canyon 
area  of  the  WSA, 
there  would  be  a 
moderate  reduction 
of  the  area's 
naturalness  and 
opportunities  for 
solitude . 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


FANDANGO  (continued) 


Impact  on 
Recreational  ORV 
Use 


i 

I 


Recreational  ORV  use 
would  continue  on  the 
11  miles  of  cherrystem 
roads  and  10  miles  of 
ways  that  would  remain 
open  on  the  31,740 
acres  designated  wilder- 
ness and  500  visits 
would  be  expected 
annually. 

On  the  9,200  acres  of 
the  WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue 
to  increase,  but  would 
not  exceed  200  visits 
annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


Recreational  ORV  use 
would  be  foregone  on 
the  40,940  acres 
designated  wilderness 
and  700  visits  would 
be  foregone  annually. 


Recreational  ORV  use  would 
be  foregone  on  the  46,300 
acres  designated  wilder- 
ness and  500  visits  would 
be  foregone  annually.   The 
impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  other  public  lands 
would  be  negligible. 

On  the  14,760  acres  of  the 
WSA  not  designated  wilder- 
ness, recreational  ORV  use 
would  continue  to  increase, 
but  would  not  exceed  1,000 
visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on 
recreational  ORV 
use. 


Impacts  on 
Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 


No  impact  to  minerals 
exploration  or  develop- 
ment would  occur. 


No  impact  to  mineral 
exploration  or  develop- 
ment would  occur. 


Development  of  one  small 
precious  metals  mine 
would  be  foregone. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  develop- 
ment of  mineral 
resources . 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


FANDANGO  (continued) 


Impacts  on  Grazing 
Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
or  construction. 


There  would  be  no  impact 
on  grazing  facility  main- 
tenance and  construction. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility  mainten- 
ance and 
construction. 


Impact  on  Mule 
Deer  Population 


i 

ON 


The  overall  impact  of 
wilderness  designation 
of  31,740  acres  would 
be  beneficial  to  mule 
deer  populations.   Non- 
designation  of  9,200 
acres  would  result  in  a 
reduction  in  mule  deer 
population. 


The  overall  impact  of 
wilderness  designation 
would  be  beneficial  to 
mule  deer  population. 


The  overall  impact  of 
wilderness  designation  of 
46,300  acres  would  be 
beneficial  to  mule  deer 
population.   Nondesigna- 
tion  of  14,760  acres 
would  result  in  a  reduc- 
tion in  mule  deer 
population. 


There  would  be  a 
reduction  in  mule 
deer  population. 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


Input  on  Wilderness 
Values 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


Impact  on  Recreational 
ORV  Use 


On  the  66,110  acres 
designated  wilderness, 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  slightly 
reduce.   The  areas  most 
spectacular  scenery, 
naturalness,  and  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive 
recreation  would  be 
retained.   On  the  33,440 
acres  not  designated 
wilderness,  there  would 
be  a  slight  reduction 
of  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for 
solitide. 

No  impact  to  recrea- 
tional ORV  use  would 
occur  on  the  66,110 
acres  recommended 
suitable . 


PALISADE  MESA 

On  99,550  acres  of  the 
WSA,  there  would  be  a 
slight  improvement  of 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude. 


Recreational  ORV  use 
of  500  visits  would  be 
foregone  on  the  99,550 
acres  designated 
wilderness . 


On  the  113,870  acres 
designated  wilderness, 
all  wilderness  values 
would  be  maintained.   The 
area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  primi- 
tive and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude 
would  improve  slightly. 
On  the  23,680  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
solitude. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  the 
wilderness  values 
of  size,  natural- 
ness, and 
outstanding 
opportunities  for 
solitude . 


Recreational  ORV  use  would  There  would  be  no 

be  foregone  on  the  113,870  impact  on 

acres  designated  wilder-  recreational  ORV 

ness  and  760  visits  would  use. 

be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  23,680  acre  of  the 
WSA  not  designated  wilder- 
ness, recreational  ORV  use 
would  continue  to  increase, 
but  would  not  exceed  500 
visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


Impact  on  Development 
of  Mineral  Resources 


Impact  on  Grazing 
Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 


PALISADE  MESA  (continued) 

No  impact  to  mineral     No  impact  to  explora- 
exploration  or  develop-   tion  or  development  of 
ment  would  occur.        mineral  resources  would 

occur. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 


There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
or  construction. 


No  impact  to  exploration 
or  development  of  mineral 
resources  would  occur. 


There  would  be  no  impact 
to  grazing  facility 
maintenance  and 
construction. 


No  impact  to 
mineral  explor- 
ation or  develop- 
ment would  occur. 

There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility 
maintenance. 


i 

CO 
I 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


THE  WALL 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


Impact  on  Wilderness 
Values 


i 

I 


Impacts  on 
Recreational  ORV  Use 


The  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  reduce 
slightly. 

On  the  7,680  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
solitide . 

No  impact  to  recrea- 
tional ORV  use  would 
occur. 

On  the  7,680  acres  of 
the  WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue 
to  increase,  but  would 
not  exceed  300  visits 
annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


On  38,000  acres  of  the 
WSA,  there  would  be  a 
slight  improvement  of 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude. 


Recreational  ORV  use 
would  be  foregone  on 
the  38,000  acres 
designated  wilderness 
and  250  visits  would 
be  foregone  annually. 


The  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude 
would  improve  slightly. 
On  the  23,680  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
solitude. 


Recreational  ORV  use  would 
be  foregone  on  the  113,870 
acres  designated  wilder- 
ness and  1,000  visits 
would  be  foregone  annually. 
On  the  23,680  acre  of  the 
WSA  not  designated  wilder- 
ness, recreational  ORV  use 
would  continue  to  increase, 
but  would  not  exceed  500 
visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  The  Wall 
WS A ' s  wi Id  e  r ne  s  s 
values  of  size, 
naturalness,  and 
outstanding 
opportunities  for 
solitude. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on 
recreational  ORV 
use . 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


THE  WALL  (continued) 


Impacts  on  Grazing 
Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 


There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
or  construction. 


There  would  be  no  impact 
to  grazing  facility 
maintenance  and 
construction. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility  mainten- 
ance or 

construction  in 
The  Wall  WSA. 


i 

o 

i 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


SOUTH  REVEILLE 


Impact  On  Wilderness 
Values 


i 


On  the  33,000  acres 
designated  wilderness, 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  reduce 
slightly.   On  the 
73,200  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  natural- 
ness and  opportunities 
for  solitide. 


On  106,200  acres  of  the 
WSA,  there  would  be  a 
slight  improvement  of 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude.   There  would 
be  a  slight  decrease  in 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
solitude  in  the  Fang 
Ridge  area  of  the  WSA. 


The  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude 
would  improve  slightly. 
On  the  960  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  reduction 
of  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitide, 


The  South  Reveille 
WSA's  wilderness 
values  of  size, 
naturalness,  and 
outstanding 
opportunities  for 
solitude  would  be 
lost. 


Impact  on 
Recreational  0RV  Use 


Impact  on  Development 
of  Mineral  Resources 


Recreational  0RV  use 
would  be  foregone  on 
the  106,200  acres 
designated  wilderness 
and  2,700  visits  would 
be  foregone  annually. 


No  impact  to  recrea- 
tional 0RV  use  would 
occur. 

On  the  73,200  acres  of 
the  WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue 
to  increase,  but  would 
not  exceed  1,000  visits 
annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


No  impact  to  mineral     Development  of  a  small 
exploration  or  develop-   producing  oil  field 
ment  would  occur.         would  be  foregone. 


Same  as  proposed. 


Same  as  proposed, 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on 
recreational  ORV 
use . 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  develop- 
ment of  mineral 
resources  in  the 
South  Reveille  WSA. 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


Impact  on  Grazing 
Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 


SOUTH  REVEILLE  (continued) 

One  well  would  not  be    Same  as  proposed, 
developed. 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility  mainten- 
ance or  construc- 
tion in  the  South 
Reveille  WSA. 


Impact  on  High 
Erosion  Potential 
Watersheds 


I 


Rainfall  on  poorly 
placed  roads,  cleared 
areas,  and  disturbed 
soil  as  a  result  of 
mineral  exploration  and 
development  could  cause 
soil  erosion  on 
watersheds  in  the  area 
not  designated 
wilderness . 


It  is  anticipated  one 
precious  metals  mine 
will  be  developed  on 
this  watershed  and 
about  ten  acres  of 
disturbance  would  occur, 


Same  as  proposed, 


Rainfall  on  poorly 
placed  roads, 
cleared  areas,  and 
disturbed  soil  as 
a  result  of 
mineral  explora- 
tion and  develop- 
ment could  cause 
increased  soil 
erosion  on  these 
watersheds. 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


BLUE  EAGLE 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


Impact  on  Wilderness 
Values 


I 

<jO 

I 


Impact  of  Recreation 
ORV  Use 


On  the  51,350  acres 
designated  wilderness, 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  reduce 
slightly.   On  the  8,960 
acres  not  designated 
wilderness,  there  would 
be  a  reduction  of 
naturalness  and  oppor- 
tunities for  solitide. 

No  impact  to  recrea- 
tional ORV  use  in  the 
designated  wilderness. 

On  the  8,960  acres  of 
the  WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue 
to  increase,  but  would 
not  exceed  100  visits 
annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


On  59,560  acres  of  the 
WSA,  there  would  be  a 
slight  improvement  of 
the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  and 
solitude.   There  would 
be  a  slight  decrease  in 
the  area's  naturalness 
opportunities  in  the 
northeastern  area  of 
the  WSA. 

Recreational  ORV  use 
would  be  foregone  on 
the  59,560  acres 
designated  wilderness 
and  670  visits  would 
be  foregone  annually. 


The  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  primi- 
tive and  unconfined 
recreation  and  solitude 
would  improve  slightly. 
On  the  960  acres  not 
designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  reduction 
of  naturalness  and  oppor- 
tunities for  solitide. 


The  Blue  Eagle 
WSA's  wilderness 
values  of  size, 
naturalness,  and 
outstanding 
opportunities  for 
solitude  would  be 
lost. 


Recreational  ORV  use  would 
be  foregone  on  the  59,350 
acres  designated  wilder- 
ness and  500  visits  would 
be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  960  acres  of  the 
WSA  not  designated  wilder- 
ness, recreational  ORV  use 
would  continue  to  increase, 
but  would  not  exceed  100 
visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on 
recreational  ORV 
use. 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE  OF  IMPACTS 
ALTERNATIVES 


ENVIRONMENTAL 
ISSUE 


PROPOSED  ACTION 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  A 
(All  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  B 
(Partial  Wilderness) 


ALTERNATIVE  C 
(No  Wilderness) 


BLUE  EAGLE  (continued) 


I 


Impact  on  Development 
of  Mineral  Resources 


Impacts  on  Grazing 
Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 


No  impact  to  minerals    Oil  and  gas  explor- 
development  would  occur,  ation  on  a  small  pro- 
ducing oil  field  would 
be  foregone. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  to  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 


There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance 
or  construction. 


No  impacts  to  development 
of  mineral  resources  would 
occur. 


There  would  be  no  impact 
to  grazing  facility 
maintenance  and 
construction. 


There  would  be  no 
impact  on  develop- 
ment of  mineral 
resources  in  the 
Blue  Eagle  WSA. 

There  would  be  no 
impact  on  grazing 
facility  mainten- 
ance or 

construction  in 
the  Blue  Eagle  WSA. 
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FORCE 
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PROPOSED  ACTION 


1.  KAWICH  NV-060-019 

2.  RAWHIDE  MOUNTAIN  NV-060-059 

3.  FANDANGO  NV-060-190 

4.  MOREY  NV-060-191 
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ALTERNATIVE  A 

ALL  WILDERNESS 
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1.  KAWICH  NV-060-019 

2.  RAWHIDE  MOUNTAIN  NV-060-059 

3.  MOREY/FANDANGO  NV-060-190/191 

4.  PALISADE  MESA/THE  WALL  NV-060-142/162/163 

5.  SOUTH  REVEILLE  NV-060-112 

6.  BLUE  EAGLE  NV-060-158/199 
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ALTERNATIVE  B 
IPHASIS  ON  MANAGEABILITY 


FORCE 


1.  KAWICH  NV-060-019 

2.  RAWHIDE  MOUNTAIN  NV-060-059 

3.  FANDANGO  NV-060-190 

4.  MOREY  NV-060-191 

5.  PALISADE  MESA  NV-060-142/162 

6.  THE  WALL  NV-060-163 

7.  SOUTH  REVEILLE  NV-060-1 12 

8.  BLUE  EAGLE  NV-060-158/199 


ALTERNATIVE  C 

EMPHASIS  ON 
RESOURCE  DEVELOPMENT 


CHAPTER  THREE 
AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


KAWICH  WSA  NV-060-019 

General  Characteristics 

This  WSA  of  54,320  acres  lies  in  the  Kawich  Range  of  northeastern  Nye  County 
and  extends  into  portions  of  both  Stone  Cabin  and  Reveille  Valleys.   It  has  an 
irregular  shape,  measuring  approximately  12  miles  north  to  south  and  from 
eight  to  12  miles  east  to  west  (Wilderness  Study  Areas  Map). 

The  study  area  is  mountainous  with  a  high  central  plateau  and  several  peaks. 
The  highest  peak,  Kawich  Peak,  is  at  9,404  foot  elevation.   The  Reveille 
Valley,  the  lowest  area,  is  at  6,040  foot  elevation.   The  WSA  contains  two 
lakes  about  one-half  acre  is  size.   The  Bellehelen  Lakes  are  located  on  the 
plateau  at  the  norhtern  end  of  the  WSA.   There  are  560  acres  of  private 
inholdings  within  the  WSA. 

Vegetation  within  the  unit  consists  primarily  of  dense  pinyon  pine/juniper 
woodland  with  a  northern  desert  shrub  understory.   Mountain  mahogany  can  be 
found  above  the  8,000  foot  elevation. 


Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   Within  the  boundaries  of  the  Kawich  WSA  there  are  approximately 
25  miles  of  vehicle  ways,  three  miles  of  pipeline  used  for  transmitting  water 
outside  the  WSA,  two  spring  developments,  and  approximately  four  miles  of 
fence.   The  vehicle  ways  are  found  primarily  in  the  valley  areas.   The 
pipelines  are  located  on  the  northern  and  western  edges  of  the  WSA.   Spring 
developments  and  water  troughs  are  located  in  the  southeast  corner  and  are 
adjacent  to  the  western  boundary  of  the  WSA.   The  fence  is  located  in  Haws 
Canyon  on  the  western  side  of  the  WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map). 
The  total  acreage  involved  is  approximately  20  acres. 

Natural  screening  within  the  WSA,  both  vegetative  and  topographic,  is 
sufficient  to  offset  any  potential  adverse  impacts  associated  with  sights  and 
sounds  ocurring  outside  the  boundaries  of  the  WSA. 

While  these  imprints  are  within  the  WSA,  the  area  generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's 
work  substantially  unnoticeable. 
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Opportunities  for  Solitude:   The  majority  of  the  WSA  is  mountainous  with  sharp 
elevation  changes.   Topography  is  rugged  and  access  is  often  restricted  due  to 
excessive  slope.   A  wide  flat  plateau  in  the  center  of  the  WSA  contains  two 
small  lakes.   Deep,  rocky  canyons  which  penetrate  the  mountains  often  continue 
for  miles  and  provide  topographic  variation.   Rock  outcroppings  occur 
throughout  the  WSA.   A  flat  portion  of  Reveille  Valley  lies  along  the  eastern 
boundary;  relief  here  is  limited  to  shallow  gullies. 

Vegetation  throughout  the  WSA  consists  of  a  dense  pinyon  pine  and  juniper 
canopy.   This  thick  vegetative  cover  compliments  the  relief  to  serve  as  an 
excellent  screening  mechanism.   Due  to  varied  topography  and  dense  vegetation, 
secluded  spots  are  plentiful.   Rock  outscoppings  offer  shelter  and  seclusion 
as  well. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   Opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  provided  for  the  following  activities: 
hiking,  backpacking,  hunting,  horseback  riding,  mountain  or  rock  climbing, 
photography,  bird  watching  and  sightseeing. 

The  steep,  rugged  terrain  of  the  WSA  would  prove  a  challenge  to  the  hiker  and 
backpacker.   No  formal  trails  exist  in  the  WSA,  but  heavily  used  game  trails 
and  some  drainages  offer  access  to  the  interior  mountains.   The  WSA  is  large 
enough  to  accomodate  extended  backpacking  trips.   Water  is  available  at 
Bellehelen  Lakes  and  at  several  other  locations. 

Huntable  species  include  mule  deer,  mountain  lion,  pronghorn  antelope,  and 
chukar  partridge.   Ease  of  hunter  movement  is  poor  due  to  rugged  terrain  and 
lack  of  access.   No  fishable  waters  exist  in  the  WSA.   Viewing  opportunities 
for  a  wide  variety  of  birds,  including  raptors,  are  excellent.   The  presence 
of  water  in  the  WSA  leads  to  some  vegetative  diversity,  thereby  enhancing 
scenic  values. 

Special  Features:   Rugged  mountain  scenery,  colorful  rock  outcroppings,  and 
broad  vistas  of  the  Basin  and  Range  Province  are  available.   All  mountain 
ranges  in  central  Nevada,  including  the  Kawich  Range,  provide  important 
habitat  for  mountain  lions  as  well  as  golden  eagles,  prarie  falcons,  and 
various  other  raptors. 

There  are  two  one-half  acre  lakes,  the  Bellehelen  Lakes,  located  on  top  of  the 
plateau  at  the  northern  end  of  the  WSA. 


Livestock 

There  are  portions  of  two  livestock  allotments  located  within  the  Kawich  WSA, 
Stone  Cabin  Allotment  and  Reveille  Allotment.   Three  permittees  share  yearlong 
authorized  use.   Current  use  is  estimated  at  about  1,900  AUMs  within  the  WSA. 
One  permittee  currently  uses  off-road  motor  vehicles  to  gather  livestock  in 
the  valley  and  bajada  portions  of  the  WSA.   There  are  17  private  water  rights 
attached  to  base  property  waters  scattered  within  the  study  area,  two 
developed  springs  and  three  miles  of  pipeline  located  in  the  southeast  corner 
of  the  WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map). 
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Recreation 


Traditional  forms  of  recreation  such  as  sightseeing,  driving  for  pleasure  on 
roads  and  ways,  camping,  hunting,  hiking,  and  rock  and  mountain  climbing  occur 
within  the  Kawich  WSA.   Virtually  all  recreation  use  occurs  on  weekends  and 
holidays  and  involves  vehicle  use.   The  majority  of  motor  vehicle  use  occurs 
on  existing  ways  and  roads. 


Minerals 

The  Kawich  WSA  is  literally  surrounded  by  mining  districts  with  Bellehelen  on 
the  north,  Eden  on  the  east,  Silverbow  on  the  south,  and  Golden  Arrow  in  the 
west  (Cornwall,  1972  and  Schilling,  1976).   All  of  these  areas  were  primarily 
producers  of  gold  and  silver.   The  ore  deposits  occurred  in  quartz  veins  which 
may  be  genetically  and  spatially  related  to  the  inferred  resurged  caldron  area 
of  the  northern  Kawich  Range. 

The  potential  for  base,  ferrous,  and  precious  metals  is  good  within  the  study 
area  (Furgo  National  Inc.,  1981).   There  is  low  potential  for  nonmetallic  and 
industrial  minerals  (Mineral  Potential  Map).   Currently  there  are  86  pre-FLPMA 
claims  within  the  WSA  and  307  post-FLPMA  claims  (Table  3-1) . 

The  Reveille  Valley  portion  has  good  potential  for  oil  and  gas,  as  well  as 
geothermal  resources,  with  11  post-FLPMA  leases  occurring  within  the  WSA 
itself  (Mining  Claims  and  Mineral  Leases  Map). 


Watershed 

There  is  a  total  of  54,320  acres  of  watershed  area  within  the  WSA,  including 
3,100  acres  of  a  high  erosion  potential  area  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed 
Map).   The  watersheds  that  have  developed  are  currently  in  generally  stable 
condition  with  good  water  quality  and  stable  soils,  except  in  areas  where 
surface  disturbance  has  altered  the  natural  run-off  pattern.   Generally 
speaking,  the  majority  of  the  WSA  falls  into  the  eight  to  12  inch 
precipitation  zone.   Precipitation  is  usually  received  in  the  form  of  snow  in 
winter,  late  spring  storms,  or  summer  thundershowers. 


Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Kawich  Range  supports  winter  and  summer  populations  of  mule  deer.   The 
Kawich  WSA  contains  limited  mule  deer  winter  range.   The  heaviest  mule  deer 
winter  use  is  in  the  southwest  corner  of  the  WSA,  just  north  of  Stinking 
Springs  and  Silverbow  (Wildlife-Big  Game  Habitats  Map).   These  areas  are  a  mix 
of  pinyon  pine/juniper  woodlands  and  bitterbrush.   The  majority  of  the  Kawich 
mule  deer  move  north  during  winter  to  Morey  Bench,  particularly  during  severe 
winters  (Jim  Lusk,  NDOW,  personal  communication,  1981). 


81  - 


The  Kawich  WSA  contains  critical  mule  deer  summer  range.   Summering  mule  deer 
can  be  found  in  the  drainages  of  Jackson  Falls,  Cottonwood,  Eden  Creek,  Haws 
and  Breen's  Canyons.   Summer  range  vegetation  communities  vary  from  the  canyon 
bottoms  which  contain  willow,  cottonwood,  and  meadows,  to  the  mountain  tops 
which  contain  a  variety  of  mountain  brush,  grasses  and  f orbs . 

Pronghorn  antelope  use  areas  are  found  west  of  Stinking  Springs,  west  of 
Bellehellen,  and  in  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA. 

There  are  no  fishable  streams  in  the  Kawich  WSA,  but  there  are  several 
significant  riparian  communities  located  in  Jackson  Falls  Canyon,  Haws  Canyon, 
Breen's  Ranch,  Eden  Creek  and  Cottonwood  Canyons. 
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RAWHIDE  MOUNTAIN  WSA  NV-060-059 


General  Characteristics 


The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  contains  64,360  acres  which  lie  within  the  Hot  Creek 
Range.   The  study  area  includes  portions  of  Stone  Cabin  and  Hot  Creek 
Valleys.   The  area  is  roughly  rectangular  in  shape,  approximately  seven  to  11 
miles  long  north  to  south  and  13  miles  wide  east  to  west  (Wilderness  Study 
Areas  Map  ) . 

Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  has  a  central  mountainous  core  with  several  canyons 
penetrating  into  the  interior.   Elevations  range  form  5,360  feet  in  Hot  Creek 
Valley  to  9,145  Feet  at  the  top  of  Rawhide  Mountain. 

Vegetative  cover  is  typical  of  the  Great  Basin  area  with  pinyon  pine/juniper 
in  the  upper  elevations  and  a  northern  desert  shrub  understory  in  the  lower 
elevations. 


Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   Within  the  boundaries  of  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  there  are 
approximately  17  miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  one  spring  development.   The 
vehicle  ways  are  found  primarily  in  the  valley  areas.   The  spring  development 
and  water  trough  are  located  in  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  (Domestic 
Livestock  And  Watershed  Map) .   The  total  acreage  involved  is  approximately  15 
acres . 

Natural  screening  within  the  WSA,  both  vegetative  and  topographic,  is 
sufficient  to  offset  any  potential  sights  and  sounds  occurring  outside  the 
boundary  of  the  WSA.   The  area  generally  appears  to  have  been  affected 
primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work 
substantially  unnoticeable . 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   Topography  varies  within  the  WSA  from  rugged 
mountains  through  rolling  foothills,  to  flat  valley  floors.   Each  of  these 
topographic  types  presents  different  aspects  which  influence  solitude. 

Topography  is  rugged  throughout  the  interior  mountains  where  deep,  wooded 
canyons  are  interspersed  with  high  peaks.   Some  slopes  are  steep  enough  to  be 
almost  inaccessible.   A  few  wide  basins  provide  a  gentler  terrain.   Vegetation 
in  this  area  consists  of  generally  heavy  pinyon  pine  and  juniper  cover  with  a 
low  sagebrush  understory. 
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Topographical  variation  in  the  eastern  foothill  region  is  limited  to  rather 
wide,  shallow  drainages.   The  low  hills  provide  an  excellent  view  into  many  of 
these  drainages,  a  view  unobstructed  by  high  vegetation.   The  low  growing 
sagebrush  complex  is  sparse,  and  elevational  changes  are  gradual. 

Relief  along  the  flats  on  the  western  and  eastern  borders  of  the  WSA  is 
limited  to  shallow  gullies  and  an  occassional  low  basin.   The  vegetative 
community  is  low  growing,  creating  open  vistas  where  a  recreationist  may  be 
seen  for  miles.   However,  the  western  flats  are  large  enough  to  provide 
solitude  by  size  alone,  as  they  measure  up  to  four  miles  in  width.   A  user 
would  have  no  trouble  locating  an  area  where  they  feel  completely  isolated  and 
could  avoid  the  sights  and  sounds  of  others. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   Due  to  the  lack  of 
diversity  and  low  quality  of  the  recreation  opportunities,  there  are  no 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  this  WSA. 

Special  Features:   Rugged  mountain  scenery,  colorful  rock  outcroppings,  and 
broad  vistas  of  the  Basin  and  Range  Province  are  available  in  the  Rawhide 
WSA.   All  mountain  ranges  in  Nevada,  including  the  Hot  Creek  Range,  provide 
important  habitat  for  mountain  lions  as  well  as  golden  eagles,  prarie  falcons, 
and  various  other  raptors. 

Charcoal  kilns  are  found  within  this  WSA.   The  kilns  were  built  in  the  1870s 
to  provide  charcoal  for  smeltering  furnaces  near  mining  districts.   The  kilns, 
built  entirely  of  red  brick,  are  oval  in  shape  with  a  diameter  of  25  feet  at 
the  base  and  a  height  of  approximately  30  feet.   The  Tybo  Kilns,  located 
within  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA,  are  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places. 


Livestock 


There  are  portions  of  three  grazing  allotments  covering  the  Rawhide  Mountain 
WSA.   All  of  the  permittees  are  authorized  for  yearlong  grazing  use.   Use  is 
split  between  five  permittees  using  approximately  1,300  AUMs  within  the  WSA. 
One  permittee  currently  uses  off-road  motor  vehicles  to  gather  livestock  in 
the  valley  areas  of  the  WSA.  There  is  one  existing  fence  running  into  the  WSA 
from  the  west,  and  one  spring  development  in  the  southeastern  corner  (Domestic 
Livestock  and  Watershed  Map) . 


Recreation 

The  traditional  types  of  recreation  use  have  long  been  popular  in  the  Rawhide 
Mountain  WSA.  Activities  such  as  sightseeing,  driving  for  pleasure,  camping, 
hunting,  fishing,  hiking,  rock  climbing  and  backpacking  comprise  the  majority 
of  the  recreation  use.  Virtually  all  forms  of  recreation  in  the  area  require 
the  use  of  a  motor  vehicle  either  for  access  or  for  recreation  itself. 
Off-road  vehicle  use  is  currently  light,  with  most  use  occurring  on  existing 
roads  and  ways. 
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Minerals 

Nearly  one-half  of  the  study  area  is  covered  by  alluvium  in  Hot  Creek  Valley 
and  Stone  Cabin  Valley.   Most  of  the  mountainous  portion  of  the  WSA  is  made  up 
of  a  sequence  of  volcanic  rocks  with  two  areas  containing  exposed  sedimentary 
rocks.   Much  high  angle  faulting,  as  well  as  folds  and  thrust  faults  present 
in  the  sedimentary  rock,  give  the  WSA  a  high  degree  of  structural  complexity. 

The  mountainous  portion  of  the  WSA  lies  within  the  Tybo  Mining  District,  one 
of  the  major  districts  in  northern  Nye  County.   Potential  for  base,  ferrous 
and  precious  metals  within  the  study  area  is  mostly  speculative.   A  small  area 
of  high  potential  exists  along  the  northern  boundary  of  the  WSA,  adjacent  to 
the  Tybo  Mining  District  (Mineral  Potential  Map).   There  are  204  pre-FLPMA 
claims  and  709  post-FLPMA  claims  within  the  area  (Table  3-1). 

There  is  good  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  in  the  valley  areas  of  Hot 
Creek  and  eastern  Stone  Cabin  Valleys.   Geothermal  resource  potential  is  also 
good  in  Hot  Creek  Valley  and  in  the  western  portion  of  Stone  Cabin  Valley.   A 
total  of  14  post-FLPMA  leases  have  been  issued  in  the  area  of  13,280  acres 
(Mining  Claims  and  Mineral  Leases  Map) . 


Watershed 

The  64,360  acre  watershed  which  has  developed  in  the  Rawhide  WSA  is  generally 
stable,  except  for  the  areas  where  surface  disturbance  has  altered  the  natural 
run-off  pattern.   There  is  a  9,700  acre  area  of  high  erosion  potential  in  the 
WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map).  Measurable  precipitation  (eight  to 
12  inches)  is  received  during  winter  storms  and  late  spring  storms  in  the  form 
of  snow,  or  in  heavy  summer  thundershowers . 


Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  supports  a  small  wintering  population  of  mule  deer. 
They  use  pockets  of  cliffrose  and  mahogany  located  between  Rawhide  Mountain 
and  Twin  Peaks  (Wildlife-Big  Game  Habitats  Map). 

Pronghorn  antelope  occasionally  use  the  Stone  Cabin  Valley  portion  of  the 
WSA.   Riparian  communities  are  limited  in  this  WSA.   They  are  found  near 
springs  and  seeps. 
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FANDANGO  WSA  NV-060-190 


General  Characteristics 


The  Fandango  WSA  encompasses  40,940  acres  in  the  Hot  Creek  Range  and  a  small 
portion  of  Little  Fish  Lake  Valley.   It  is  irregular  in  shape,  measuring 
approximately  18  miles  north  to  south  and  from  three  to  eight  miles  east  to 
west  (Wilderness  Areas  Map).   The  area  is  mountainous  with  broad  drainages 
extending  into  the  interior.   Elevation  ranges  from  5,760  feet  in  Little  Fish 
Lake  Valley  to  9,825  feet  on  top  of  Mahogany  Peak. 

Vegetation  consists  of  pinyon  pine/ juniper,  aspen  and  mountain  mahogany  with  a 
sagebrush  understory.   There  is  some  diversity  in  riparian  areas  found  along 
South  Sixmile  Creek  at  the  eastern  border  of  the  WSA. 


Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   There  are  approximately  15  miles  of  ways,  five  miles  of  pipeline 
used  for  transmitting  water  out  of  the  WSA,  and  five  spring  developments 
within  the  Fandango  WSA.   There  is  also  a  fenceline  about  two  miles  long.   The 
vehicle  ways  are  found  mostly  in  the  canyons  adjacent  to  existing  roads.   The 
pipelines  are  located  in  the  northern  and  western  parts  of  the  WSA.   The 
spring  developments  and  water  troughs  are  located  in  the  northern  corner  and 
adjacent  to  the  western  boundary  of  the  WSA.   The  fence  is  located  in  Big  Cow 
Canyon,  within  the  center  of  the  WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map). 
There  are  a  total  of  20  acres  involved  in  these  developments. 

Natural  screening  within  the  WSA,  both  vegetative  and  topographic,  is 
sufficient  to  offset  any  sights  and  sounds  which  may  be  occurring  outside  the 
boundaries  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   Topography  is  varied  and  rugged  throughout  much 
of  the  WSA.   High  mountains  are  cut  by  deep  canyons  which  are  generally 
several  miles  long.   A  wide  strip  of  flat  valley  land  lies  along  the  western 
boundary  where  topographical  variety  is  limited  to  rolling  hills  and  shallow 
gullies. 

Vegetation  consists  of  pinyon  pine  and  juniper  interspersed  with  mountain 
mahogany  and  scattered  aspen  stands.   Vegetation  in  the  flat  western  portion 
is  confined  almost  entirely  to  sagebrush,  creating  open  vistas  where  a  person 
may  be  observed  from  a  great  distance. 

Topographical  variation  provides  plentiful  secluded  spots  within  the  WSA,  and 
rock  outcroppings  provide  small  shelters  where  isolation  can  be  achieved. 
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Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   Opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  provided  for  hiking,  backpacking, 
hunting,  fishing,  horseback  riding,  mountain  or  rock  climbing,  photography  and 
bird  watching. 

The  WSA  is  of  ample  size  to  accomodate  an  extended  backpacking  trip.   Although 
no  formal  trails  exist,  a  number  of  game  and  cattle  trails  could  be  used  by 
the  hiker.   Objectives  include  Big  and  Little  Fandango  Peaks,  Mahogany  Peak, 
and  any  of  a  number  of  lesser  peaks  and  wooded  drainages. 

Huntable  species  within  the  WSA  include  mule  deer,  mountain  lion,  chukar 
partridge  and  sage  grouse.   A  self-propograting  population  of  eastern  brook 
trout  exists  in  the  South  Sixmile  Creek.   Fish  average  five  to  six  inches  in 
length,  although  sizes  up  to  ten  inches  have  been  reported. 

Opportunities  for  viewing  raptors  and  other  nongame  birds  are  quite  good  in 
Sixmile  Canyon.   Vegetative  diversity  is  a  prime  factor  behind  scenic  values 
in  this  WSA.   Eye  catching  forms  exist,  primarily  rock  outcroppings  and  steep 
peaks.   The  flora  in  South  Sixmile  Canyon  is  varied  and  interesting.   Forbs 
are  abundant,  and  the  large  number  of  flowering  species  creates  an  excellent 
opportunity  for  spring  wildflower  observation. 

Two  sets  of  charcoal  kilns  lie  within  the  WSA.   One  set  lies  along  the  South 
Sixmile  Canyon  Road,  and  the  other  set  lies  in  Wood  Tick  Canyon.   Both  sets  of 
kilns  are  excellent  subjects  for  sightseeing  and  photography. 

Special  Features:   Rugged  mountain  scenery,  colorful  rock  outcroppings,  and 
broad  vistas  of  the  Basin  and  Range  Province  are  available. 

All  mountain  ranges  in  central  Nevada,  including  the  Hot  Creek  Range,  provide 
important  habitat  for  mountain  lions  as  well  as  golden  eagles,  prarie  falcons, 
and  various  other  raptors. 

Charcoal  kilns  are  found  within  the  WSA.   The  kilns  were  built  in  the  1870s  to 
provide  charcoal  for  smeltering  furnaces  near  mining  districts.   The  kilns, 
built  entirely  of  red  brick,  are  oval  in  shape  with  a  diameter  of  25  feet  at 
the  base  and  a  height  of  approximately  30  feet. 


Livestock 


There  are  three  allotments  partially  contained  in  the  Fandango  WSA,  each  with 
one  permittee  having  summer  use  (05/15  -  09/15,  and  05/16  -  11/15).   Current 
use  is  estimated  at  about  2,100  AUMs  within  the  WSA.   There  are  five  spring 
developments,  five  miles  of  pipeline,  and  two  miles  of  fence  located  in  the 
western  and  northeastern  parts  of  the  WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed 
Map). 


Recreation 

Recreational  activities  within  the  Fandango  WSA  include  the  traditional 
hiking,  backpacking,  driving  for  pleasure,  trapping,  rock  and  mountain 
climbing,  plant  and  mineral  collection,  photography  and  bird  watching. 
Virtually  all  recreation  use  in  the  unit  occurs  on  weekends  and  holidays, 
usually  associated  with  motor  vehicle  use. 
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Minerals 

Structurally,  the  study  area  is  complex.   The  entire  mountain  area  is  broken 
by  numerous  high  angle  faults  and  thrust  faults  in  the  sedimentary  units.   The 
northwest  portion  of  the  WSA  which  lies  in  Little  Fish  Lake  Valley  and  the  far 
southern  end  of  Hot  Creek  Valley  are  covered  by  alluvium.   Roughly,  the 
northern  one-quarter  of  the  mountainous  area  has  sedimentary  rocks  exposed, 
while  the  southern  three-quarters  is  comprised  of  volcanics. 

The  Morey  Mining  District,  located  at  the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA,  was  a 
leading  area  for  silver  production.   The  district  had  a  total  production  of 
almost  $500,000  for  silver  with  minor  vales  from  gold  and  lead.   Furgo 
National,  Inc.  (1981)  also  reports  a  recent  discovery  in  the  Morey  Mining 
District  of  a  prophyrhy  molybdenum  deposit  with  tin  as  a  by-product. 

Most  mineral  potential  within  the  study  area  is  low  (Mineral  Potential  Map). 
There  are  14  pre-FLPMA  claims  and  26  post-FLPMA  claims  within  the  WSA  for 
minerals  (Mining  Claims  and  Mineral  Leases  Map) .   Potential  for  oil  and  gas  is 
good  in  the  Hot  Creek  Valley  and  Little  Fish  Lake  Valley  areas.   Geothermal 
potential  is  good  in  the  Hot  Creek  Valley  portion,  with  low  potential  in  the 
remainder  of  the  area  (Mineral  Potential  Map) .   There  are  14  post-FLPMA  leases 
for  oil  and  gas  currently  within  the  WSA  for  a  total  of  7,680  acres  (Table  3  - 
•*■/  • 


Watershed 

There  is  a  total  of  31,740  acres  of  watershed  which  is  currently  in  stable 
condition  within  the  WSA.   There  are  no  high  potential  erosion  areas  within 
the  acreage  identified.   Most  of  this  area  falls  into  the  eight  to  12  inch 
precipitation  zone,  with  several  areas  receiving  as  much  as  16  inches.   Others 
receive  only  six  inches  per  year.   The  majority  of  precipitation  received  is 
from  winter  snow,  late  spring  storms  or  summer  thundershowers. 

Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Fandango  WSA  provides  important  mule  deer  summer  range  (Wildlife-Big  Game 
Habitats  Map).   Pinyon  pine  and  juniper  encroachment  on  some  mule  deer  winter 
ranges  is  resulting  in  decreased  browse  availability.   It  may  be  necessary  in 
these  areas  to  mechanically  manipulate  vegetation  to  re-establish  browse.   The 
WSA  is  dotted  with  riparian  and  mountain  brush  communities,  all  of  which 
provide  good  mule  deer  summer  range.   Significant  riparian  communities  are 
found  in  Big  and  Little  Cow  Canyons,  near  Sweet  Spring,  and  at  other  springs 
and  seeps  within  the  area. 
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Pronghorn  antelope  occupy  Little  Fish  Lake  Valley  in  the  western  portion  of 
the  WSA.  They  utilize  the  sagebrush  slopes  and  crested  wheatgrass  seedings 
located  adjacent  to  the  WSA 

The  bighorn  sheep  which  were  reintroduced  into  the  Morey  WSA  wander  into  this 
area  occasionally.   They  normally  stay  at  the  higher  elevations  and  in  rougher 
terrain. 

South  Sixmile  Creek  contains  a  naturally  reproducing  population  of  brook  trout, 
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MOREY  WSA  NV-060-191 


General  Characteristics 


The  Morey  WSA  lies  in  the  Hot  Creek  Range  adjacent  to  the  southeastern  portion 
of  the  Fandango  WSA  and  includes  a  small  portion  of  Hot  Creek  Valley 
(Wilderness  Areas  Map) .   The  study  area  is  oblong  shaped  measuring  12  miles 
north  to  south  and  six  miles  east  to  west. 

The  WSA  is  extremely  rugged  with  rocky,  narrow,  steep  walled  canyons 
penetrating  from  both  the  east  and  west  sides.   Elevations  range  from  5,780 
feet  in  Hot  Creek  Valley  to  10,246  feet  on  Morey  Peak. 

Pinyon  pine/ juniper,  mountain  mahogany,  aspen  and  limber  pine  cover  the  higher 
elevations.   There  are  small  stands  of  bristlecone  pines  near  Morey  Peak. 
Riparian  vegetation  adds  diversity  along  South  Sixmile  Creek  on  the  western 
border  of  the  WSA. 


Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   Within  the  boundaries  of  the  Morey  WSA  are  approximately  two 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  two  miles  of  pipeline  used  to  transmit  water  outside 
the  WSA.   The  vehicle  ways  are  found  primarily  in  the  canyons  adjacent  to 
existing  roads.   The  pipeline  is  located  along  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  WSA 
(Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map) .   Total  acreage  involved  is 
approximately  five  acres. 

Natural  screening  within  the  WSA,  both  vegetative  and  topographic,  is 
sufficient  to  offset  any  potential  adverse  impacts  associated  with  sights  and 
sounds  occurring  outside  the  boundaries  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   The  WSA  consists  almost  entirely  of  Morey 
Mountain  and  its  surrounding  lesser  peaks.   Topography  is  extremely  rugged  and 
rocky  on  the  east  side  of  the  mountain.   The  west  side,  although  still  very 
steep,  is  less  rocky  and  more  accessible.   Deep  canyons  penetrate  the 
mountains  for  several  miles,  finally  becoming  too  steep  to  climb.   A  flat 
portion  of  Hot  Creek  Valley  on  the  southern  end  of  the  WSA  contains  no 
topographical  variation.   Elevational  changes  within  the  interior  are  sharp 
and  often  extreme. 

Vegetation  varies  throughout  the  area  with  pinyon  pine/ juniper,  mountain 
mahogany  and  aspen  all  occurring  in  significant  densities.   Tree/shrub  cover 
is  fairly  heavy  in  much  of  the  WSA  and  compliments  the  relief  to  provide 
effective  screening.   Where  vegetation  is  sparse,  topography  generally  is 
rugged  enough  to  serve  as  an  isolating  mechanism. 
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Due  to  the  rugged  terrain  and  presence  of  screening  vegetation,  secluded  spots 
are  numerous.   Additionally,  rock  outcroppings  provide  sheltered  recesses 
large  enough  for  one  or  more  persons.   A  user  would  have  little  difficulty  in 
finding  a  spot  where  they  could  feel  completely  isolated,  or  where  they  could 
easily  screen  themselves  from  the  sights  and  sound  of  others. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   The  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  provided  hy  hiking,  backpacking, 
fishing,  hunting,  horseback  riding,  mountain  or  rock  climbing,  photography, 
and  bird  watching.   Sightseeing  for  botanical,  zoological  and  geologic 
features  is  also  good  in  this  area. 

Hiking  objectives  include  Morey  Peak,  any  of  several  attendant  peaks,  and  many 
scenic  wooded  canyons.   Many  beautiful  areas  are  accessible  in  a  few  hours. 
Game  trails  and  drainages  provide  access  to  the  interior  of  the  WSA  from  the 
west.   The  east  side  of  the  mountain  is  very  steep  and  offers  no  easy  access 
to  the  mountain;  however,  the  rugged  and  varied  topography  would  challenge  a 
backpacker.   The  WSA  is  of  sufficient  size  to  accomodate  an  extended  trip. 
Water  is  available  from  South  Sixmile  Creek,  as  well  as  from  a  number  of  small 
springs.   Huntable  species  include  mule  deer,  mountain  lion  and  chukar 
partridge.   Ease  of  hunter  movement  is  fair  due  to  the  rugged  terrain.   A 
self-propogating  population  of  eastern  brook  trout  exists  in  the  South  Sixmile 
Creek.   Fish  in  the  creek  average  five  to  six  inches  in  length,  although 
individuals  of  ten  inches  have  been  reported. 

The  perennial  nature  of  South  Sixmile  Creek  leads  to  diverse  flora  in  South 
Sixmile  Canyon.   This  is  turn  encourages  a  varied  wildlife  population  of  which 
raptors  and  other  birds  are  the  most  visible. 

Vegetative  variety  enhances  the  area's  scenic  qualities.   Rock  outcroppings 
and  sculptured  landforms  create  topographical  diversity.   The  presence  of 
water  in  streams,  waterfalls,  and  many  springs  makes  this  area  unusual  in  the 
region. 

The  large  number  of  flowering  species  in  South  Sixmile  Canyon  offers  an 
excellent  opportunity  for  spring  wildflower  observation.   Additionally, 
bristlecone  pines  are  found  in  several  locations  on  Morey  Peak.   This  is  one 
of  only  two  known  occurrences  of  these  trees  on  volcanic  soils. 

Two  sets  of  charcoal  kilns  lie  within  the  WSA  along  South  Sixmile  Canyon 
Road.   Four  of  the  six  kilns  are  in  excellent  condition,  providing  good 
opportunities  for  sightseeing  and  photography. 
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Special  Features:   Rugged  mountain  scenery,  coloful  rock  outcroppings,  and 
broad  vistas  of  the  Basin  and  Range  Province  are  available.   All  mountain 
ranges  in  central  Nevada,  including  the  Hot  Creek  Range,  provide  important 
habitat  for  mountain  lions  as  well  as  golden  eagles,  prarie  falcons,  and 
various  other  types  of  raptors.   Additionally,  bighorn  sheep  have  recently 
been  reintroduced  into  the  Morey  WSA  by  the  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  and 
the  Bureau. 

Bristlecone  pine  trees  are  found  within  the  Morey  WSA.   Bristlecone  pines  are 
of  special  interest  because  they  are  the  oldest  living  things  known  and  are 
found  in  only  a  few  high  elevation  areas  in  the  United  States. 

A  Native  American  cultural  resource  site  consisting  of  a  rock  wall  alignment 
and  hunting  blind,  is  located  in  the  Morey  WSA.   Historic  charcoal  kilns  are 
also  found  within  the  Morey  WSA.   The  kilns  were  built  in  the  1870s  to  provide 
charcoal  for  smeltering  furnaces  near  mining  districts.   The  kilns,  built 
entirely  of  red  brick,  are  oval  in  shape  with  a  diameter  of  25  feet  at  the 
base  and  a  height  of  approximately  30  feet. 


Livestock 

There  are  two  allotments  partially  within  the  Morey  WSA.   The  permittee  is 
authorized  summer  use  (05/16  -  09/15)  amounting  to  about  930  AUMs  within  the 
WSA.   There  are  no  existing  range  improvements  within  this  allotment. 


Recreation 

The  Morey  WSA  provides  excellent  fishing,  hiking,  backpacking,  and  rock 
climbing  types  of  recreation.   The  majority  of  this  recreation  use  occurs  on 
weekends  and  holidays.   Use  is  generally  dispersed  throughout  the  unit. 
Virtually  all  recreation  use  involves  the  use  of  motor  vehicles. 


Minerals 

Most  of  the  WSA  is  volcanic  in  nature,  with  small  intrusive  bodies  present 
along  the  western  side.   Alluvium  is  found  in  Hot  Creek  Valley,  and  a  small 
area  of  sedimentary  rocks  is  located  in  the  northwestern  corner  of  the  WSA. 
Structurally,  the  area  is  moderately  complex  with  a  few  major  faults  and  some 
minor  faulting  along  the  west  side.   The  Morey  Mining  District  is  located  near 
the  northern  boundary  of  the  WSA  (Minerals  Potential  Map).   This  district  had 
a  total  of  $500,000  of  production  for  silver,  with  minor  gold  and  lead 
production. 
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Outside  of  the  Morey  Mining  District  potential  for  metallic,  nonmetallic  and 
industrial  minerals  is  speculative  or  poor.   There  are  a  total  of  162  pre  and 
post-FLPMA  claims  within  the  WSA  (Table  3-1). 

Oil  and  gas  resource  potential  is  good  in  the  Hot  Creek  Valley  area.   This 
area  also  has  good  potential  for  geothermal  resources.   A  total  of  eight 
post-FLPMA  leases  for  oil  and  gas  exist  within  the  area,  covering  about  3,200 
acres  (Mining  claims  and  Mineral  Leases  Map). 


Watershed 

Erosion  is  not  a  major  problem  in  this  WSA.   Erosion  of  watersheds  is 
primarily  caused  by  exceptionally  large  rainstorms.   The  majority  of 
precipitation  is  either  received  as  winter  snow,  late  spring  storms,  or  summer 
thundershowers.   The  watersheds  in  this  area  are  generally  stable.  There  are 
no  high  erosion  potential  areas  within  this  WSA 


Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Morey  WSA  supports  a  very  important  mule  deer  winter  range  (Wildlife-Big 
Game  Habitats  Map) .   Mule  deer  from  central  Nevada  migrate  to  Morey  Bench 
during  the  winter.   They  occupy  the  lower  portions  of  the  pinyon  pine  and 
juniper  woodland  and  the  bitterbrush  and  sagebrush  zone.   The  mule  deer  use 
this  area  from  late  November  to  late  March,  and  summer  in  the  higher 
elevations.   They  use  the  uppermost  mountain  grasslands  and  mountain  brush 
types . 

Bighorn  sheep  were  recently  reintroduced  into  this  area.   It  is  expected  they 
will  use  the  steeper  and  rougher  terrain  near  Morey  Peak. 

The  Morey  WSA  contains  an  excellent  fishable  stream  on  its  western  boundary  at 
South  Sixmile  Creek.   This  stream  contains  a  naturally  reproducing  population 
of  eastern  brook  trout. 

There  is  a  great  diversity  of  riparian  communities  within  the  Morey  WSA 
including  willow,  cottonwood,  aspen,  and  meadows.   These  communities  are 
located  in  Sixmile,  Hobble  and  South  Canyons,  as  well  as  near  most  springs  and 
seeps . 
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PALISADE  MESA  WSA  NV  -060142/162 

General  Characteristics 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  lies  in  the  Pancake  Range,  adjacent  to  The  Wall  WSA. 
Portions  of  both  Hot  Creek  Valley  and  Railroad  Valley  are  contained  in  the 
WSA.   Roughly  rectangular  in  shape,  the  WSA  is  approximately  18  miles  north  to 
south  and  nine  miles  east  to  west  (Wilderness  Areas  Map). 

The  study  area  contains  mesas,  lava  flows,  volcanic  craters,  and  cinder 
cones.   The  mesa  climbs  600  to  2,000  feet  above  the  valley  floor.   Elevations 
range  from  5,000  feet  in  Railroad  Valley  to  7,394  feet  on  top  of  Buckskin 
Point. 

Vegetation  is  mostly  northern  desert  shrub  type  with  some  juniper  occurring 
between  rock  outcroppings  on  the  mesas. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   Within  the  boundaries  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  are  approximately 
20  miles  of  vehicle  ways,  a  five  surface-acre  water  impoundment,  and  five 
spring  developments.   The  vehicle  ways  are  found  primarily  in  the  valley 
areas.   The  water  impoundment  is  located  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA. 
The  spring  developments  and  water  troughs  are  located  along  the  northern  and 
eastern  boundaries  of  the  WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map).   Total 
acreage  involved  is  approximately  25  acres. 

Natural  screening  within  the  WSA,  both  vegetative  and  topographic,  is 
sufficient  to  offset  any  potential  adverse  impacts  associated  with  sights  and 
sounds  occurring  outside  the  boundaries  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   The  majority  of  the  WSA  is  composed  of  rocky, 
sheer-sided  mesas.   Changes  in  elevation  are  abrupt,  creating  a  varied  and 
interesting  topography.   Canyons  into  the  mesas  are  deep  and  rugged.   Terrain 
on  top  of  the  mesas  is  rather  flat  and  rolling  with  innumerable  drainages  and 
gullies  throughout.   Huge  rock  formations  and  boulder  fields  create  recesses 
large  enough  to  hold  one  or  more  people.   Flat  valley  portions  along  the  west 
and  south  contain  little  topographic  variation,  with  relief  limited  to  shallow 
gullies . 

Vegetation  is  sparse  and  low  growing  over  most  of  the  WSA.  .  Where  it  occurs, 
the  juniper  complex  contributes  to  the  natural  screening,  but  nowhere  is  it  a 
major  factor. 
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Secluded  spots  are  primarily  a  product  of  excellent  topographical  variation 
and  occur  throughout  the  WSA.   Rock  formations  abound,  creating  recesses  and 
sheltered  spots.   A  user  would  have  no  trouble  screening  himself  from  the 
sights  and  sounds  of  others. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   The  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  provided  for  hiking,  backpacking, 
hunting,  horseback  riding,  mountain  and  rock  climbing,  photography,  bird 
watching,  and  sightseeing. 

Vertical  cliffs  along  the  mesas  provide  some  challenge  to  a  hiker,  but  once  on 
top  the  terrain  is  gentler  and  mobility  is  good.   Several  mesas  are  close 
enough  to  roads  to  serve  as  objectives  for  day  hikes.   The  unit  is  large 
enough  to  accomodate  an  extended  backpacking  trip,  although  lack  of  free  water 
might  be  a  limiting  factor.   Objectives  include  any  of  a  number  of  scenic 
mesas  and  canyons . 

Mountain  climbing  is  restricted  by  an  absence  of  objectives  and  the  generally 
poor  quality  of  the  rock.   However,  the  rock  formations,  clefts,  spires, 
chimneys  and  boulder  fields  all  provide  opportunities  for  bouldering  and 
scrambling. 

Huntable  species  include  mule  deer,  pronghorn  antelope,  mountain  lion  and 
chukar.   Low  populations  for  all  of  these  species  affect  hunting  success. 

Pronghorn  antelope  occur  throughout  the  valley  areas  and  are  highly  visible. 
Raptors  occur  in  good  numbers  and  may  be  viewed  in  the  air  or  on  hunting 
perches  throughout  the  WSA. 

Landforms  are  stark  and  eye  catching.   Sculptured  rock  formations,  interesting 
vistas,  and  rocky  canyons  all  add  to  the  scenic  values  and  provide  excellent 
subjects  for  photography.   The  scenery  is  unusual  for  this  region.   Lunar 
Crater,  a  maar  volcano  listed  on  the  National  Natural  Landmark  Register,  is 
located  within  this  WSA.   Other  features  of  interest  include  several  cinder 
cones,  Palisade  Mesa,  Black  Beauty  Mesa,  and  Big  Fault  Ridge. 

Basalt,  multi-colored  obsidian,  volcanic  cinders  and  other  rocks  of  volcanic 
origin  may  be  collected  in  the  WSA. 

Special  Features:   Vivid  examples  of  volcanic  processes  are  present  within  the 
Palisade  Mesa  WSA.   Lunar  Crater,  formed  by  an  explosive  release  of  magmatic 
gases,  is  located  within  the  WSA.   It  has  been  listed  as  a  National  Natural 
Landmark.   The  Pancake  Range  provides  important  habitat  for  mountain  lions, 
golden  eagles,  prarie  falcon  and  various  other  raptors. 
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Livestock 

There  are  three  allotments  partially  or  wholly  contained  in  the  Palisade  Mesa 
WSA.   One  allotment  is  authorized  for  fall  and  winter  use  only  (12/12/  - 
04/10),  the  others  are  yearlong  use.   Use  within  the  WSA  is  currently 
estimated  at  about  3,400  AUMs .   There  is  one  private  water  right  existing 
inside  of  the  WSA,  five  spring  developments  and  a  water  improvement  scattered 
along  the  eastern  half  of  th:ee  WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map).   One 
permittee  also  uses  motor  vehicles  to  gather  livestock  in  the  valley  and 
bajada  portions  of  the  WSA.   Three  miles  of  fence  are  planned  to  be  installed 
within  the  WSA. 


Recreation 

Recreation  use  is  minimal  within  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA.   Other  than  the 
pursuits  of  sightseeing,  hiking  and  photography,  there  is  relatively  little 
for  the  recreationist  here.   Only  small  herds  of  mule  deer  and  pronghorn 
antelope  are  found  here,  and  there  are  no  fishable  streams  in  the  WSA.   The 
natural  landscape  and  volcanic  formations  provide  the  highest  recreational 
values.   Virtually  all  use  in  the  area  includes  motor  vehicles  for  access  or 
recreational  use. 

Minerals 

This  study  area  consists  of  a  series  of  extrusive  volcanic  rocks.   There  is 
only  minor  high  angle  faulting.   The  northern  boundary  of  the  WSA  runs  along 
the  southwest  edge  of  the  Lunar  Lake  Caldera.   There  are  no  mining  districts 
near  the  WSA,  and  only  a  small  amount  of  prospecting  has  occurred  in  the 
southwestern  corner.   Mineral  potential  throughout  the  study  area  is 
speculative  to  low  (Mineral  Potential  Map). 

The  Railroad  Valley  portion  of  the  WSA  has  good  potential  for  oil  and  gas 
resources  as  evidenced  by  the  30  leases  found  in  the  area  (Table  3-1). 
Geothermal  potential,  however,  is  low. 


Watershed 


The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  has  a  small  area  of  high  erosion  potential  (Domestic 
Livestock  and  Watershed  Map).   The  watershed  is  generally  stable,  except  for 
areas  where  surface  disturbance  has  destroyed  the  natural  run-off  patterns. 
Erosion  of  watersheds  is  primarily  caused  by  exceptionally  large  amounts  of 
rain,  usually  during  summer  thundershowers .   The  majority  of  precipitation  is 
otherwise  received  as  snow  in  winter  and  late  spring  storms. 
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Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  supports  a  small  resident  mule  deer  herd.   Little  is 
known  about  this  herd,  however,  the  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  has 
indicated  that  they  occupy  the  mesa  tops  (wildlife-Big  Game  Habitats  Map). 

Pronghorn  antelope  are  found  in  the  northeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  near  Lunar 
Crater  and  Chuck.  Wagon  Flat.   They  use  the  shadseale,  winterfat,  ricegrass  and 
forb  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  dependable  water. 

Riparian  areas  are  limited  in  this  WSA.   They  are  found  near  the  few  springs 
in  the  area. 
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THE  WALL  WSA  NV  -060-163 


General  Characteristics 


The  study  area  consists  of  38,000  acres  lying  within  the  Pancake  Range 
adjacent  to  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA.   A  portion  of  The  Wall  WSA  lies  within 
Railroad  Valley.   The  WSA  is  generally  square,  measuring  approximately  nine 
miles  north  to  south  and  seven  miles  east  to  west  Wilderness  Areas  Map). 

The  WSA  consists  of  a  series  of  high  mesas  rising  from  600  to  2,000  feet  above 
the  basin  floor.   Large  rock  outcroppings  are  seen  on  top  of  the  mesas. 

Elevations  within  the  WSA  range  from  4,800  feet  in  Railroad  Valley  to  6,783 
feet  at  the  top  of  the  highest  mesa.   Vegetation  is  generally  of  the  northern 
desert  shrub  type  community  with  some  interspersed  pinyon  pine/juniper  at  the 
higher  elevations. 


Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   Within  the  boundaries  of  The  Wall  WSA  are  approximately  five 
miles  of  vehicle  ways,  one  mile  of  wire  fence,  and  one  water  tank  and  trough. 
The  vehicle  ways  are  found  in  the  Railroad  Valley  portion  of  the  WSA.   The 
fences  are  located  in  the  northern  and  western  parts  of  the  WSA  and  the  water 
tank  and  trough  are  located  along  the  western  boundary  of  the  WSA  Domestic 
Livestock  and  Watershed  Map).   Total  acreage  involved  is  approximately  five 
acres . 

Natural  screening  within  the  WSA,  both  vegetative  and  topographic,  is 
sufficient  to  offset  any  potential  impacts  associated  with  sights  and  sounds 
occurring  outside  the  boundaries  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   The  northern  half  of  the  WSA  consists  of  rocky 
mesas  with  deep,  winding  drainages.   Access  is  difficult  from  the  north,  east 
and  west  due  to  steep  cliffs.   The  mesa  tops  are  rather  flat  but  are  crossed 
with  numerous  gullies  and  low  hills  which  provide  excellent  topographic 
variation.   Rock  formations  and  protruding  boulders  offer  shelter  and 
seclusion.   The  flat  valley  areas  in  the  south  and  east  are  crossed  by  shallow 
drainages  which  provide  little  screening.   Several  low  hills  and  steep  buttes 
provide  the  only  topographical  relief  in  this  valley  portion. 
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Vegetation  is  sparse  throughout  the  WSA.   However,  juniper  trees  do  occur  over 
the  mesas  and  in  some  areas  are  numerous  enough  to  offer  screening.   Where  it 
occurs,  tree  cover  compliments  the  topography  and  provides  excellent  natural 
screening. 

Due  to  varied  topography  and  the  presence  of  numerous  rock  formations  and 
trees,  secluded  spots  are  common  throughout  the  mountainous  portion  of  this 
WSA.   There  are  many  areas  where  total  isolation  may  be  achieved.   A 
recreationist  could  easily  screen  himself  from  the  sights  and  sounds  of  others. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   The  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  provided  by  hiking, 
backpacking,  hunting,  horseback  riding,  mountain  or  rock  climbing, 
photography,  bird  watching,  and  sightseeing  activities. 

Access  to  the  mesas  is  difficult  and  challenging  due  to  steep  slopes,  but 
otherwise  terrain  is  conducive  to  hiking  and  backpacking.   Drainages  are  deep 
but  often  serve  as  excellent  access  routes  to  various  parts  of  the  WSA.   The 
WSA  is  large  enough  to  support  an  extended  trip,  although  a  lack  of  free  water 
would  be  a  limiting  factor.   Objectives  for  such  a  trip  include  any  of  several 
scenic  mesas  and  canyons . 

Mountain  climbing  is  restricted  by  the  lack  of  objectives  and  generally  poor 
quality  of  the  rock.   However,  the  great  number  of  boulders,  rock  formations, 
chimneys,  and  clefts  provide  opportunities  for  bouldering  and  scrambling. 

Huntable  species  include  mule  deer,  pronghorn  antelope,  mountain  lion,  and 
chukar  partride.   None  of  these  species  occur  in  great  numbers,  which  would 
adversely  affect  hunting  success. 

Raptors  occur  throughout  the  WSA  and  may  be  seen  at  all  times  of  the  year.   A 
variety  of  species  of  perching  birds  enhances  birding  opportunities.   Unusual 
rock  formations  and  steep  sided  canyons  characterize  much  of  the  WSA. 
Landforms  are  interesting  and  scenic,  serving  as  excellent  photographic 
subjects . 

Special  Features:   Vivid  examples  of  volcanic  processes  are  presnt  within  The 
Wall  WSA.   The  Pancake  Range  provides  important  habitat  for  mountain  lions, 
golden  eagles,  prarie  falcons,  and  various  other  types  of  raptors. 
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Livestock 

There  is  one  livestock  permittee  authorized  grazing  use  on  the  Nyala  Allotment 
partially  located  within  the  WSA.   Use  is  currently  estimated  at  about  1,100 
AUMs  yearly.   There  is  one  existing  fenceline  in  the  northwest  corner  of  the 
WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map). 

Recreation  S 

Recreation  use  is  small  in  The  Wall  Wsa.   Some  motor  vehicle  related 
recreation  occurs,  usually  on  existing  roads  and  ways.   Limited  hunter  use 
occurs  within  the  WSA. 


Minerals 


The  general  geologic  make-up  of  the  WSA  is  volcanic  in  nature  with 
approximately  one-half  of  the  area  covered  by  alluvium  in  the  southeast.   The 
bedrock  has  been  moderately  deformed  by  high  angle  faulting.   The  northwest 
boundary  of  the  WSA  coincides  with  the  southeast  edge  of  the  Lunar  Lake 

Caldera. 

I 
Mineral  resource  potential  throughout  the  study  area  is  low.   There  are  no 
mining  districts  near  the  WSA  (Mineral  Potential  Map). 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources  are  also  low.   There  are 
211  post-FLPMA  leases  on  24,320  acres  within  the  WSA  (Table  3-1). 


Watershed 

Erosion  is  not  a  major  problem  in  this  area.   Generally,  the  watershed  areas 
that  have  been  developed  are  stable.   Precipitation  in  this  area  falls  into 
the  eight  to  12  inch  zone,  normally  coming  in  winter  snow,  late  spring  storms 
or  summer  thundershowers.   There  are  no  high  erosion  potential  areas  within 
the  WSA. 


Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Wall  WSA  possibly  supports  a  few  mule  deer  yearlong  on  the  top  of  the 
mesas.   Mule  deer  habitat  is  limited.   Pronghorn  antelope  pass  through  this 
WSA  in  the  vicinity  of  Lunar  Lake  and  Railroad  Valley  (Wildlife-Big  Game 
Habitat  Map). 

Riparian  communities  are  also  limited  within  this  WSA.   They  are  found  near 
the  few  springs  in  the  area. 
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SOUTH  REVEILLE  WSA  NV  -060-112 

General  Characteristics 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  encompasses  approximately  106,000  acres  in  an  oblong 
shape,  measuring  17  miles  north  to  south  and  from  six  to  13  miles  east  to  west 
(Wilderness  Areas  Map) .   The  study  area  covers  a  good  portion  of  the  Reveille 
Range  and  Reveille  Valley.   The  rugged  mountainous  core  is  flanked  on  the  west 
by  Reveille  Valley  and  on  the  east  by  Railroad  Valley.   The  core  is  dissected 
by  east-west  running  canyons.   Elevations  range  from  5,000  feet  in  the  valleys 
to  8,910  feet  on  top  of  Reveille  Peak.   Vegetative  cover  is  pinyon 
pine/juniper  at  the  upper  elevations  and  northern  desert  shrub  type  at  the 
lower  elevations. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   Within  the  boundaries  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA  are 
approximately  five  miles  of  vehicle  ways,  a  five  surface-acre  water 
impoundment,  and  five  spring  developments.   The  vehicle  ways  are  found  in  the 
valley  areas.   The  water  impoundment  is  located  adjacent  to  the  western 
boundary  of  the  WSA.   The  spring  developments  and  water  troughs  are  located  in 
the  northern  and  central  portions  of  the  WSA  and  adjacent  to  the  western 
boundary  of  the  WSA  (Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map).   Total  acreage 
involved  is  approximately  twenty  acres.        t 

Natural  screening  within  the  WSA,  both  vegetative  and  topographic,  is 
sufficient  to  offset  any  potential  adverse  impacts  associated  wtih  sights  and 
sounds  occurring  outside  the  boundaries  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   Topography  varies  a  great  deal  within  this  WSA. 
The  southern  part  of  the  Reveille  Range,  which  forms  the  heart  of  the  WSA, 
rises  up  from  a  large  expanse  of  roadless  valley  bottom  lands  which  have  an 
elevation  of  about  6,000  feet.   The  range  is  a  thick,  multi-ridged  strip  of 
steep-sided  mountains  rising  to  crests  and  flat-topped  summits  between  8,000 
and  9,000  feet.   Sheer  cliffs  from  the  mountain  sides  in  many  places  and  large 
canyons  with  steep  walls  run  out  to  the  edge  of  the  valleys.   These  canyons 
are  further  divided  by  many  small  canyons  joining  at  all  angles  with  rock 
outcroppings,  spires,  rockfaces,  and  ridges  with  sheer  vertical  drops  of 
hundreds  of  feet.   In  many  places  a  hiker  could  walk  50  yards  in  almost  any 
direction  and  disappear  from  sight.   In  addition  to  the  topographic  screening, 
the  upper  slopes  and  mountain  tops  are  covered  with  an  abundant  pinyon  pine 
and  juniper  woodland  that  provides  good  vegetative  screening  in  all  directions. 

The  topographic  and  vegetative  features  combined  with  the  size  and  the  shape 
of  the  WSA  would  offer  the  user  a  nearly  endless  choice  of  secluded  spots. 
There  are  abundant  places  where  one  would  rarely,  if  ever,  expect  to  be 
disturbed  by  the  sights  and  sounds  of  others. 
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Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   Opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  provided  by  hiking,  backpacking, 
hunting,  horseback  riding,  mountain  or  rock  climbing,  photography,  bird 
watching  and  sightseeing. 

Recreationists  could  choose  to  camp  in  a  sagebrush  covered  flat  and  hills, 
sagebrush  covered  hillsides  and  canyons,  or  pinyon  pine  and  juniper  covered 
mesas  and  mountains.   Potable  water  sources  are  present  along  the  eastern  side 
of  the  range  and  in  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA.   Two  specific  attractions 
in  the  WSA  would  be  Fang  Ridge  and  Reveille  Peak.   Many  other  places  in  the 
range  offer  attractions  that  could  be  objectives  for  a  hike.   Trips  along  the 
length  of  the  range  would  be  challenging  and  offer  spectacular  views.   Trips 
across  the  WSA  would  provide  a  transect  of  several  Great  Basin  Province 
ecosystems.   Parts  of  the  WSA,  covered  with  sagebrush,  would  be  fairly  easy  to 
travel  through.   In  the  mountains,  routes  would  have  to  be  carefully  selected 
due  to  the  rugged  terrain. 

The  abundance  of  large  cliffs  and  outcroppings  offer  a  variety  of  rock 
climbing  routes.   Many  of  the  mountain  tops  are  accessible,  from  certain 
directions,  only  by  technical  climbing  routes.   This  would  add  a  challenging 
dimension  to  mountain  climbing  in  the  WSA. 

Horseback  trips  could  vary  considerably  in  length  due  to  the  large  size  of  the 
WSA.  Water  is  available  at  springs  within  the  area.   Horses  would  increase 
access  to  the  WSA  for  hunters  who  would  be  able  to  pack  out  game.   Horses 
could  be  turned  out  to  graze,  but  would  have  to  be  hobbled  to  prevent  them 
from  being  run  off  by  wild  horses  present  in  the  area. 

Chukar  partridge,  mule  deer,  pronghorn  antelope,  and  mountain  lion  are  game 
species  found  in  the  WSA.   The  terrain  and  vegetation  are  such  that  a  hunter 
could  move  freely  through  much  of  the  WSA.   Many  of  the  hillsides  and  all  the 
valley  bottom  lands  are  covered  with  sparse,  low  growing  desert  plants  that 
would  enable  a  hunter  to  spot  game  from  a  long  way  off  and  afford  him  with  an 
open  shot. 

The  rock  cliffs  and  outcroppings  around  Fang  Ridge  and  Reveille  Peak  are 
impressive.   Sunrise  and  sunsets  turn  the  rock  faces  into  rainbows  of  pastel 
colors.  Wildlife  sightseeing  opportunities  are  readily  available  with  mule 
deer,  pronghorn  antelope,  coyote,  redtail  hawk,  prarie  falcon,  numerous  other 
birds  and  reptiles  of  a  wide  variety  present.   The  sheer  cliffs  and  rugged 
mountains  provide  habitat  for  mountain  lions  as  well.   Wild  horses  are  also 
plentiful  throughout  the  WSA. 
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Special  Features:   Rugged  mountain  scenery,  colorful  rock  outcroppings  and 
broad  vistas  of  the  Basin  and  Range  Province  are  available. 

The  Reveille  Range,  like  most  mountain  ranges  in  central  Nevada,  provides 
important  habitat  for  mountain  lion,  golden  eagles,  prarie  falcons  and  other 
raptors.   Wild  and  free  roaming  horses  are  present  within  the  South  Reveille 
WSA. 

Two  Native  American  cultural  resource  sites  within  the  WSA  have  been 
identified.   They  consist  of  a  rock  wall  alignment  and  the  pole  supports  for  a 
lean-to . 


Livestock 

The  Reveille  grazing  allotment  falls  partly  within  the  South  Reveille  WSA.   It 
has  one  permittee  authorized  for  yearlong  use  of  about  4,800  AUMs .   The 
permittee  currently  uses  motor  vehicles  to  gather  livestock  in  the  valley 
areas.   There  are  five  private  waters  within  the  study  area  used  to  hold 
grazing  preference.   There  is  one  existing  spring  development  (Domestic 
Livestock  and  Watershed  Map). 


Recreation 

The  greatest  amount  of  recreation  use  in  this  unit  is  associated  with  mule 
deer  hunting.   This  is  generally  concentrated  in  the  central  mountain  area  and 
along  Fang  Ridge.   A  road  entering  into  the  WSA  on  the  east  side  and 
terminating  at  the  ridge  provides  hunter  access.   Most  other  recreation  use  is 
spent  in  such  pursuits  as  hiking,  backpacking,  mountain  climbing,  horseback 
riding,  etc. 

Virtually  all  recreation  use  in  the  area  involves  the  use  of  motor  vehicles 
for  access  or  recreation  itself. 


Minerals 


The  majority  of  the  mountainous  portion  of  the  WSA  is  composed  of  volcanic 
extrusive  rock.   The  valleys  are  mostly  alluvium  with  a  large  basalt  flow 
located  in  Reveille  Valley  in  the  northwest  portion  of  the  WSA.   There  is  a 
small  exposure  of  sedimentary  rocks  in  the  far  northern  part  of  the 
mountainous  area.   There  is  a  minor  amount  of  high  angle  faulting  within  the 
WSA. 
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The  northern  end  of  the  WSA  falls  within  the  Reveille  Mining  District.   This 
district  has  produced  approximately  $1,000,000  in  silver,  gold,  antimony,  zinc 
and  lead.   The  ore  was  found  in  vein  deposits  along  faults  and  fractures  in 
the  sedimentary  and  volcanic  rocks. 

Mineral  potential  in  the  northern  end  of  the  WSA  is  good  for  base,  ferrous  and 
precious  metals.   There  is  also  good  potential  found  in  the  southeast  end  of 
the  WSA  (Mineral  Potential  Map).   There  are  a  total  of  45  pre-FLPMA  claims  and 
314  post-FLPMA  claims  located  within  the  WSA,  most  within  the  northern  portion 
in  the  Reveille  Mining  District  (Mining  Claims  and  Mineral  Leases  Map). 
Outside  of  this  area  potential  is  low  or  speculative. 

Oil  and  gas  potential  is  good  within  the  valley  areas  of  the  WSA.   The 
remainder  of  the  WSA  has  low  potential.   The  entire  WSA  has  low  potential  for 
geothermal  resources.   There  are  a  total  of  46  post-FLPMA  oil  and  gas  leases 
on  53,760  acres  within  the  WSA  (Table  3-1). 


Watershed 

The  watershed  areas  that  developed  within  the  WSA  are  generally  stable,  except 
where  surface  disturbance  has  altered  the  natural  run-off  pattern.   There  are 
two  areas  of  high  erosion  potential  within  the  WSA  encompassing  23,800  acres 
(Domestic  Livestock  and  Watershed  Map) .   Precipitation  usually  occurs  in  the 
form  of  winter  snow,  late  spring  storms  and  summer  thundershowers ;  the  latter 
attributing  to  the  majority  of  erosion  problems. 

Wildlife  Habitat 


The  South  Reveille  WSA  supports  a  small  yearlong  herd  of  mule  deer.   They  use 
the  upper  elevations  near  Reveille  Peak  and  Fang  Ridge,  utilizing  the  areas 
near  springs  and  cliff rose  (Wildlife-Big  Game  Habitats  Map). 

Pronghorn  antelope  occur  on  both  the  western  and  eastern  flanks  of  the  WSA  in 
Reveille  and  Railroad  Valleys.   Important  spring  use  areas  for  pronghorn 
antelope  may  be  found  near  the  springs  adjacent  to  the  base  of  the  mountains. 

A  limited  number  of  riparian  communities  occur  within  this  WSA. 
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BLUE  EAGLE  NV  -060-158/199 


General  Characteristics 

Blue  Eagle  WSA  lies  in  the  Grant  Range  and  includes  a  small  portion  of 
Railroad  Valley.   The  area  is  oblong  in  shape,  measuring  approximately  18 
miles  north  to  south  and  seven  miles  east  to  west  (Wilderness  Areas  Map) .   It 
encompasses  59,560  acres  of  high  mountains  with  deep,  narrow  winding  drainages 
and  large  cliffs.   The  lowest  elevation  is  4,800  feet  in  Railroad  Valley  on 
the  west;  the  highest  elevation  is  9,561  feet  on  top  of  Blue  Eagle  Peak. 

Pinyon  pine/ juniper,  mountain  mahogany,  aspen  and  white  fir  trees  dominate  the 
higher  elevations,  with  small  stands  of  bristlecone  pine  near  Blue  Eagle  Peak. 


Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:   Within  the  boundaries  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  are  approximately  15 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  and  five  spring  developments.   The  vehicle  ways  are 
found  in  the  valley  portions  of  the  WSA.   The  spring  developments  and  water 
troughs  are  located  in  the  northern  corner  and  adjacent  to  the  eastern 
boundary  of  the  WSA.   Total  acreage  involved  is  approximately  20  acres. 

Natural  screening  within  the  WSA,  both  vegetative  and  topographic,  is 
sufficient  to  offset  any  potential  adverse  impacts  associated  with  sights  and 
sounds  occurring  outside  the  boundaries  of  the  WSA. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude:   High  mountains  with  several  deep,  narrow  and 
winding  drainages  dominate  the  landscape  in  this  area.   The  majority  of  the 
WSA  is  covered  by  a  pinyon  pine  and  juniper  woodland.   Other  trees  found  in 
the  WSA  are  curlleaf  mountain  mahogany,  aspen,  white  fir  and  bristlecone  pine. 

All  of  the  factors  of  size,  configuration,  and  natural  screening  contribute  to 
the  ability  of  the  user  to  find  a  secluded  spot.   The  WSA  has  natural 
screening  available  in  the  varied  topography.   Topographic  changes  can  be  very 
abrupt  as  in  the  many  canyons,  or  deliberate  as  in  the  gently  rolling  hills  in 
the  eastern  half  of  the  WSA.   This  diversity  in  topographic  change  provides 
for  isolation  and  seclusion.   The  denseness  of  vegetation  restricts  the 
visibility  of  the  user  so  as  to  give  them  a  more  complete  feeling  of  isolation, 
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Opportunities  for  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:   Opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  provided  by  hiking,  backpacking, 
hunting,  horseback  riding,  mountain  or  rock  climbing,  photography,  bird 
watching  and  sightseeing. 

This  area  is  characterized  by  deep  cutting  canyons  and  9,000  foot  peaks  which 
contain  pinyon  pine/ juniper  woodland.   Camping  opportunities  would  be  present 
in  the  canyons,  on  Blue  Eagle  Peak,  throughout  the  woodland  areas  and  in  the 
meadow  regions.   The  slope  in  much  of  the  area  is  too  steep  to  allow  some 
types  of  camping  opportunities. 

Terrain  would  make  hiking  an  interesting  activity.   A  destination  point  for 
any  hiking  trip  would  be  Blue  Eagle  Peak  at  an  elevation  of  9,561  feet.   The 
peak  itself  is  composed  of  tiers  of  massively  bedded  limestone.   A  person 
would  pass  through  sagebrush  flats,  pinyon  pine  and  juniper  woodlands,  aspen 
stands,  white  fir  stands,  and  bristlecone  pine  on  the  way  to  the  top  of  Blue 
Eagle  Peak. 

Huntable  species  include  mule  deer,  mountain  lion  and  chukar  partridge.   Ease 
of  hunter  movement  is  considered  fair  due  to  the  rugged  terrain. 

Some  variety  in  colors  and  contrast  of  the  soil,  rocks  and  vegetation  exists. 
There  is  a  harmonious  variation  in  form,  texture,  pattern  and  type  of 
vegetation.   Wildlife,  such  as  sheep,  coyote,  rabbit  and  game  and  nongame 
birds  are  attracted  to  the  numerous  springs  in  the  area,  creating  excellent 
wildlife  observation  opportunities. 

Special  Features:   Rugged  mountain  scenery,  colorful  rock  outcroppings,  and 
broad  vistas  of  the  Basin  and  Range  Province  are  available. 

Bighorn  sheep  occur  in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA.   All  mountain  ranges  in  central 
Nevada,  including  the  Grant  Range,  provide  important  habitat  for  mountain 
lions  as  well  as  golden  eagles,  prarie  falcons,  and  various  other  raptors. 

Bristlecone  pine  trees  are  found  in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA.   Bristlecone  pines  are 
of  special  interest  because  they  are  the  oldest  living  things  known  and  are 
found  in  only  a  few  high  elevation  areas  in  the  United  States.   White  fir 
trees  are  also  present  within  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA;  these  trees  are  of  special 
interest  because  they  are  rarely  found  in  the  mountains  of  central  Nevada. 

A  Native  American  cultural  resource  site,  a  pictograph,  has  been  located 
within  the  WSA. 
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Livestock 

There  are  two  livestock  allotments  partially  within  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  with 
four  permittees  authorized  use.   One  permittee  is  authorized  yearlong  use,  one 
is  authorized  use  from  03/01  -  01/15  yearly,  and  the  third  has  split  use  with 
another  permittee  on  12/01  -  04/30  and  one  on  06/01  -  08/31.   There  are  about 
1,100  AUMs  of  use  within  the  WSA.   There  is  one  developed  spring,  a  pipeline 
and  associated  water  trough  on  the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA  (Domestic  Livestock 
and  Watershed  Map) 


Recreation 


Traditional  forms  of  recreation  occur  throughout  the  area.   Most  backpacking, 
hiking,  mountain  climbing  and  mineral  prospecting  have  some  motor  vehicle  use 
involved.   This  usually  occurs  on  weekends  and  holidays.   There  is  some  hunter 
use  within  the  WSA. 


Minerals 


Geologically,  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  is  complex.   A  sequence  of  volcanic  rocks  is 
exposed  in  the  northern  and  eastern  portions  of  the  WSA,  while  the  remainder 
of  the  area  contains  sedimentary  rocks.   The  rock  areas  are  cut  by  high  angle 
faults,  with  folds  and  thrust  faults  also  present  in  the  sedimentary  rocks. 

The  Currant  Mining  District  lies  at  the  northern  end  of  the  WSA  and  the  Troy 
Mining  District  is  at  the  southern  end.   Both  districts  have  produced  valuable 
tungsten,  gold  and  silver  deposits.   The  Troy  Mining  District  produced 
approximately  $250,000  in  tungsten  primarily. 

Mineral  potential  for  base,  ferrous  and  precious  metals  is  good  in  the 
northwest  corner  of  the  WSA,  but  low  in  the  remainder  of  the  area  (Mineral 
Potential  Map).   There  are  a  total  of  148  post-FLPMA  claims  in  the  WSA,  most 
located  in  the  northern  end  (Mining  Claims  and  Mineral  Leases  Map). 

The  Railroad  Valley  portion  of  the  WSA  has  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas 
resources,  but  there  is  low  potential  for  geothermal  resources  throughout  the 
study  area.   There  are  a  total  of  29  oil  and  gas  leases  covering  a  large 
portion  of  the  WSA  (Table  3-1).   None  of  these  leases  are  pre-FLPMA. 


Watershed 


Erosion  in  this  WSA  is  not  a  major  problem.   Erosion  of  the  watershed  is 
primarily  caused  by  heavy  thundershower  action.   The  watershed  is  generally 
stable,  except  in  areas  where  surface  disturbance  has  altered  the  natural 
run-off  patterns.   There  are  no  high  erosion  potential  areas  within  the  WSA. 
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Wildlife  Habitat 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  supports  a  small  mule  deer  wintering  population  on  the 
western  slopes  of  the  WSA.   The  habitat  is  marginal  for  mule  deer  winter 
range.   Mule  deer  summer  in  the  vicinity  of  Blue  Eagle  Mountain  and  Andrews 
Peak.   They  utilize  the  mountain  brush  and  mountain  meadow  types  (Wildlife-Big 
Game  Habitats  Map) . 

Bighorn  sheep  are  reported  in  this  WSA,  however,  populations  are  low.   The 
animals  utilize  the  rough,  rocky  terrain  near  Blue  Eagle  Mountain. 

Riparian  communities  are  located  within  Heath  Canyon  and  at  the  numerous 
springs  and  seeps  within  the  WSA. 
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Chapter  4 

ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

Kawich  WSA  (NV-060-019) 

Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 


Under  the  proposed  action,  the  entire  54,320  acres  of  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  and  the  resulting  impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the  long 
term. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  immediate  impact  of  nondesignation  would  be  important,  since  a  high  level 
of  exploration  and  development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the  first  few  years 
if  the  area  is  not  designated  wilderness.   It  is  projected  there  would  be  five 
plans  of  operation  per  year  for  the  first  few  years.   Based  on  past 
experience,  it  is  expected  that  each  project  would  have  up  to  two  miles  of 
road  and  eight  pads  for  a  total  disturbed  area  of  five  acres.   The  total 
disturbance  in  the  WSA  is  expected  to  be  about  25  acres  per  year.   The  results 
of  the  exploration  will  determine  the  overall  impact  on  the  WSA  in  the  future. 

Three  developments  of  the  393  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  are 
anticipated  due  to  the  high  potential  for  precious  metals.   In  the  foreseeable 
future,  wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of  mineral  development  in 
the  area  between  Tobe  Spring  and  Craig  Canyon  drainage,  Eden  Creek,  and  Breen 
Ranch  areas.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis  it  is  assumed  that  in  the 
foreseeable  future  there  would  be  three  discoveries  for  mineral  resources  in 
this  WSA:   1)  A  small  underground  gold  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the 
Eden  Creek  Area.   The  access  will  be  from  outside  the  WSA.   About  ten  acres 
inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  with  the  mine  and  tailings;  2)  A  small  open 
pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  the  Tobe  Spring  Road. 
Access  will  be  from  Stone  Cabin  Valley.   About  twenty  acres  inside  the  WSA 
will  be  disturbed  including  the  mine,  pit,  and  one  mile  of  road;  and  3)  A 
small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  at  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Breen 
Ranch  area.   Access  will  be  from  Breen  Ranch.   About  five  acres  inside  the  WSA 
will  be  disturbed. 

The  mineral  development  activities  would  be  obvious  in  the  WSAs  Eden  Creek, 
Tobe  Spring,  and  Breen  Ranch  areas.   These  are  the  portions  of  the  WSA  that 
are  most  likely  to  be  used  by  the  public.   Therefore,  the  WSA  would  no  longer 
appear  natural  to  the  average  visitor. 
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Mineral  development  activities  would  adversely  impact  the  wilderness  value  of 
solitude.  Sights  and  sounds  from  traffic  and  construction  related  to  mineral 
development  would  lower  the  quality  of  solitude  in  the  WSA's  major  drainages. 
Outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 

Approximately  9,620  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be  accomplished.  This 
would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness  since  fire  would  be 
reintroduced  into  a  fire  dependent  ecosystem. 

Recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse  impact  on  solitude. 

However,  this  impact  is  expected  to  be  slight  since  ORV  use  is  estimated  to  be 

less  than  950  visits  annually  and  is  expected  to  remain  below  1,300  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  recreational  uses  would  increase  slightly,  but  would  remain  at  levels 
below  800  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  increase  would  not 
significantly  impact  opportunities  for  solitude. 

No  new  range  developments  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and  maintenance  activities 
would  not  change.   Grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction  actions  would 
not  effect  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   The  Kawich  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   One  mile  of  mine  access  road  would  be 
constructed  within  the  WSA  making  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA  more 
accessible  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  the  1,300 
visits  annually  over  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  1,300  visits 
annually.   There  would  be  a  slight  increase  in  recreational  ORV  use. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   All  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This 
includes  2,880  acres  of  high  potential  and  37,840  acres  of  moderate  potential 
for  occurrence  of  metallic  minerals,  7,040  acres  of  moderate  potential  for 
occurrence  of  oil  and  gas  resources,  and  7,040  acres  with  a  moderate  potential 
for  occurrence  of  geothermal. 

Development  of  the  metallic  minerals  is  likely  because  of  high  quality 
deposits.   Development  of  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources  is  unlikely 
because  of  the  lack  of  leases,  exploration,  industry  interest,  the  high  costs 
associated  with  test  wells,  the  area's  inaccessibility  and  location  outside 
the  WSA  of  a  known  oil  and  gas  province,  and  better  potential  for  reserves  in 
other  areas. 
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Because  all  potential  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there 
would  be  no  impact  to  development  of  potential  mineral  resources. 

Conclusion.   There  would  probably  be  an  acceleration  of  exploration  and 
development  of  precious  metals  resources  in  the  Kawich  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

There  would  be  no  adverse  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction.   Four  miles  of  fence,  three  miles  of  pipeline, and  two  spring 
developments  within  the  WSA  will  be  maintained.   No  additional  range 
developments  are  anticipated. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction  in  the  Kawich  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Over  the  foreseeable  future,  an  increase  in  road  construction,  vehicle 
traffic,  and  human  activities  associated  mostly  with  the  increase  in  mineral 
and  energy  exploration  and  development  would  lead  to  a  reduction  in  mule  deer 
population.   Additional  roads  will  allow  vehicle  penetration  into  areas  not 
before  accessible,  which  will  increase  the  hunter  visits.   This  could  increase 
kill  rates  as  well  as  driving  the  mule  deer  to  areas  of  less  disturbance. 

About  9,000  acres  of  pinyon  and  juniper  would  be  thinned  for  browse 
re-establishment . 

Conclusion.   The  impact  of  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development 
could  reduce  the  mule  deer  population. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  be  Avoided 

The  only  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  would  be  these  associated  with  mineral 
exploration  and  development.   Some  of  these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful 
examination  and  mitigating  stipulations  in  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and 
Plans  of  Operation.   All  other  impacts  would  be  minor  in  nature  and  would  tend 
to  balance  out  each  other. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity. 

If  the  WSA  is  not  designated  wilderness,  all  present  uses  would  continue.   ORV 
use  and  mining  exploration  and  development  would  reduce  wilderness  values  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 
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Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

Mining  exploration  and  development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of 
the  wilderness  resource  in  all  or  part  of  this  WSA  if  not  designated  as 
wilderness . 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  54,320  acres  of  public  land 
in  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  mineral  withdrawal 
and  ORV  closure  in  designated  wilderness,  the  resulting  effects  on  mineral 
development  and  recreational  ORV  use,  and  the  protection  of  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values. 

Wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  and  the  supplemental  features  of 
diversity  of  wildlife,  vegetation,  and  topography  would  be  retained  in  most  of 
the  WSA.   Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  WSA  from  mineral  entry. 

Three  developments  of  the  393  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  are 
anticipated  to  meet  the  criteria  for  a  valid  discovery  at  the  time  of 
designation.   In  the  foreseeable  future,  wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a 
result  of  mineral  development  in  the  area  between  Tobe  Spring  and  Craig  Canyon 
drainage,  Eden  Creek,  and  Breen  Ranch  areas.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis 
it  is  assumed  that  in  the  foreseeable  future  there  would  be  three  discoveries 
for  mineral  resources  in  this  WSA:   1)  A  small  underground  gold  mine  on  the 
border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Eden  Creek  Area.   The  access  will  be  from  outside  the 
WSA.   About  ten  acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  with  the  mine  and 
tailings;  2)  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at 
the  Tobe  Spring  Road.   Access  will  be  from  Stone  Cabin  Valley.   About  twenty 
acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  including  the  mine,  pit,  and  one  mile 
of  road;  and  3)  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  at  the  border  of  the  WSA 
in  the  Breen  Ranch  area.   Access  will  be  from  Breen  Ranch.   About  five  acres 
inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed. 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  54,320  acre  Kawich  WSA  to  all 
forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate  approximately  500 
visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at 
present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly  because  of 
elimination  of  some  surface  disturbance.   The  wilderness  experience  would 
improve  because  visitors  would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 
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Due  to  the  ease  of  access  by  motorized  vehicles  on  approximately  17  miles  of 
cherrystem  roads,  management  of  the  entire  WSA  as  wilderness  over  the 
foreseeable  future  may  be  difficult. 

Livestock  grazing  and  range  management  actions  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values  in  the  WSA  because  no  new  range  developments  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and 
maintenance  activities  would  not  change. 

Conclusion.   Wilderness  values  would  be  slightly  enhanced  on  most  of  the 
54,320  acres  of  the  Kawich  WSA.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  and 
solitude  would  be  lost  on  approximately  35  acres  in  the  areas  of  mineral 
development. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  54,320  acre  Kawich  WSA  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  approximately  920  visits  would 
be  eliminated  annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  or 
superior  opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the 
region.   Therefore,  recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed 
on  surrounding  public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  500  visits  would  be  foregone 
annually.   The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be 
negligible. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral 
entry  and  mineral  leasing.   Exploration  would  be  eliminated  under  wilderness 
designation.   This  includes  high  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  moderate 
potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources.   Development  of  oil  and 
gas  and  geothermal  resources  is  unlikely  because  of  the  lack  of  leases, 
exploration,  industry  interest,  the  high  costs  associated  with  test  wells,  the 
area's  inaccessibility  and  location  outside  the  WSA  of  a  known  oil  and  gas 
province  and  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas.   It  is  assumed  that 
three  mines  would  have  production  sufficient  to  support  commercial  development 
of  the  metallic  mineral  resources.   No  other  development  is  expected  in  the 
WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  development  of  precious  metals  resources  would 
occur.   Exploration  would  be  foregone  on  54,320  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  four  miles  of  existing  fence,  three  miles  of  pipeline  and 
two  spring  developments  would  not  change  and  no  new  range  developments  are 
planned  within  the  WSA.   Therefore,  there  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing 
facility  maintenance  or  construction. 
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Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction. 

Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

In  the  foreseeable  future,  wilderness  designation  would  have  a  significant 
beneficial  effect  on  big  game  habitat  management.   Twenty-seven  thousand  four 
hundred  and  forty  acres  of  deer  summer  range,  21,120  acres  of  critical  deer 
summer  range,  and  5,760  acres  of  deer  winter  range  would  be  maintained  in  good 
condition  as  a  result  of  closure  of  the  WSA  to  ORV  use  and  mineral  and  energy 
exploration  and  development.   Prohibition  of  mechanical  manipulation  of 
vegetation  would  result  in  a  decline  of  approximately  9,000  acres  of  deer 
winter  range. 

Conclusion.   Mule  deer  population  are  expected  to  increase. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  45,220  acres  of  the  Kawich  WSA  would  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  9,600  acres  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  values  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be  retained  on 
45,220  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Three  developments  of  the  393  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  are 
anticipated  to  meet  the  criteria  for  a  valid  discovery  at  the  time  of 
designation.   In  the  foreseeable  future,  wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a 
result  of  mineral  development  in  the  area  between  Tobe  Spring  and  Craig  Canyon 
drainage,  Eden  Creek,  and  Breen  Ranch  areas.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis 
it  is  assumed  that  in  the  foreseeable  future  there  would  be  three  discoveries 
for  mineral  resources  in  this  WSA:   1)  A  small  underground  gold  mine  on  the 
border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Eden  Creek  Area.   The  access  will  be  from  outside  the 
WSA.   About  ten  acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  with  the  mine  and 
tailings;  2)  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at 
the  Tobe  Spring  Road.   Access  will  be  from  Stone  Cabin  Valley.   About  twenty 
acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  including  the  mine,  pit,  and  one  mile 
of  road;  and  3)  A  small  open  pit  precious  metals  mine  at  the  border  of  the  WSA 
in  the  Breen  Ranch  area.   Access  will  be  from  Breen  Ranch.   About  five  acres 
inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed. 
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Required  maintenance  will  be  done  on  two  spring  developments,  three  miles  of 
pipeline,  and  four  miles  of  barbed  wire  fence  for  livestock  grazing 
management.   Maintenance  would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness  and  solitude  in  the  45,220  acres  designated  wilderness 
since  the  facilities  already  exist. 

The  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  including  cherrystem  roads  extending 
seventeen  miles  into  the  WSA,  and  twenty-five  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate  approximately  500  visits  of 
recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at  present.   This 
would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly  because  of  elimination  of  some 
surface  disturbance.   The  wilderness  experience  would  improve  because  visitors 
would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  9,600  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use,  including  ten  miles  of  way.   Recreational  ORV  use  on  this  parcel  would 
remain  below  500  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  would 
reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  on  the  9,600 
acres . 

Conclusion.   On  the  45,220  acres  designated  wilderness,  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would 
improve  slightly.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  solitude  would 
be  lost  on  35  acres  in  the  areas  of  mineral  development.   On  the  9,600 
acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  45,220  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  500  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  use  foregone  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

The  9,600  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  500  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  45,220  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  9,600  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  increase. 
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Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  45,220  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   Exploration  would  be  eliminated.   This  includes  2,560  acres  of  high 
potential  and  32,740  acres  of  moderate  potential  metallic  minerals  resources. 
It  is  anticipated  one  underground  and  two  open  pit  precious  metals  mines  would 
be  developed. 

Development  of  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources  is  unlikely  because  of  the 
lack  of  leases,  exploration,  industry  interest,  the  high  costs  associated  with 
test  wells,  the  area's  inaccessibility  and  location  outside  the  WSA  of  a  known 
oil  and  gas  province,  and  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

All  lands  within  the  9,600  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry,  leasing,  and  exploration. 
All  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This 
includes  320  acres  with  high  and  5,100  acres  with  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  minerals.   Development  of  740  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil 
and  gas,  and  740  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  would  be 
unlikely  because  higher  potential  exists  in  more  accessible  locations  outside 
the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impacts  to  precious  metals  development  would  occur. 
Exploration  would  be  foregone  on  45,220  acres  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  entire  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   The  two 
spring  developments  and  four  miles  of  barbed  wire  fence  would  be  maintained. 
No  additional  range  developments  are  anticipated. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 

Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Wilderness  designation  on  the  45,220  acres  recommended  suitable  would  have  a 
significant  beneficial  effect  on  big  game  habitat  management.   A  14,640  acres 
of  deer  summer  range,  21,120  acres  of  critical  deer  summer  range,  and  5,760 
acres  of  deer  winter  range  would  be  maintained  in  good  condition  as  a  result 
of  closure  to  ORV  use  and  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development. 
Prohibition  of  mechanical  manipulation  of  vegetation  will  result  in  a  decline 
of  approximately  4,000  acres  of  deer  winter  range  from  good  to  fair  condition. 

On  the  remaining  9,600  acres,  due  to  the  increase  in  ORV  use  and  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  and  development,  big  game  habitat  is  expected  to  decline. 
Mechanical  manipulation  of  approximately  5,000  acres  of  vegetation  may  result 
in  maintaining  this  area  in  good  condition. 
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Conclusion.   The  overall  Impact  of  wilderness  designation  of  45,220  acres 
would  be  beneficial  to  big  game  habitat.   Nondesignation  of  9,600  acres 
would  result  in  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population. 
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Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  (NV-060-059) 


Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  proposed  action,  the  entire  64,360  acres  of  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  and  the  resulting  impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the  long 
term. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  immediate  impact  of  this  action  would  be  negligible,  since  little 
development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the  first  few  years  whether  or  not  the 
area  is  designated  wilderness. 

Mineral  exploration  is  expected  to  average  five  Notices  of  Intent  (NOI)  per 
year.   Each  NOI  is  expected  to  have  a  total  disturbance  of  about  four  acres, 
including  1.5  miles  of  road  and  eight  pads. 

Some  development  of  the  913  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated 
due  to  the  high  potential  for  metallic  minerals.   Wilderness  values  would  be 
lost  as  a  result  of  mineral  development  in  the  area  between  Midden  Mountain 
and  Twin  Peaks.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis  it  is  assumed  that  in  the 
long  term  there  would  be  two  discoveries:  (1)  An  underground  mine  on  the 
border  of  the  WSA  at  Tybo  Canyon.   About  15  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be 
disturbed  with  the  mine,  tailings,  mill,  and  one  mile  of  road;  (2)  An  open  pit 
mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  in  the  Little  Rawhide  Mountain  area.   About  50 
acres  would  be  disturbed  inside  the  WSA.   The  disturbed  area  would  include 
exploration,  mine,  mill,  and  tailings. 

The  one  mile  mine  access  road  would  most  likely  protrude  into  the  WSA  from  the 
northern  boundary. 

The  mineral  development  activities  would  be  obvious  in  the  WSA's  northern 
area.   This  is  the  portion  of  the  WSA  that  is  most  likely  to  be  used  by  the 
public.   Therefore,  the  WSA  would  no  longer  appear  natural  to  the  average 
visitor. 

Mineral  development  activities  would  adversely  impact  the  wilderness  value  of 
solitude.   Outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 

Recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse  impact  on  solitude  of 
the  WSA.   However,  this  impact  is  expected  to  be  slight  since  ORV  use  is 
estimated  to  be  less  than  1,000  visits  annually  and  is  expected  to  remain 
below  1,500  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 
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Other  recreation  uses  would  increase  slightly,  but  would  remain  at  levels 
below  400  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  increase  would  not 
significantly  impact  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Three  miles  of  pipeline,  four  miles  of  fence,  and  a  well  are  planned  in  the 
WSA.   Grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction  actions  would  not  affect 
wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  size, 
naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   Over  the  predictable  future,  six  miles  of 
mine  exploration  roads  would  be  constructed  within  the  WSA  making  the  central 
portion  of  the  WSA  more  accessible  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would 
remain  below  the  1,500  visits  annually  over  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  1,500  visits 
annually.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   All  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development 
and  exploration.   This  includes  6,240  acres  of  high  and  8,480  acres  of 
moderate  potential  for  occurrence  of  metallic  minerals  and  13,760  acres  of 
moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  7,360  acres  for  moderate  geothermal 
potential.   An  underground  and  an  open  pit  mine  for  precious  minerals  is 
expected  because  of  the  high  potential  for  economic  deposits. 

Development  of  oil  and  gas  is  unlikely  because  of  the  lack  of  leases, 
exploration,  industry  interest,  the  high  costs  associated  with  test  wells,  the 
area's  inaccessibility  and  location  outside  for  a  known  oil  and  gas  province, 
and  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  development  or  exploration  of 
mineral  resources. 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  existing  spring  development  would  be  maintained  and  three  miles  of 
pipeline,  four  miles  of  fence,  and  a  well  planned  within  the  WSA  would  be 
installed.   The  WSA  will  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction  in  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA. 
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Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  be  Avoided 

The  only  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  would  be  those  associated  with  mineral 
exploration  and  development.   Some  of  these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful 
examination  and  mitigating  stipulations  in  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and 
Plans  of  Operation.   All  other  impacts  would  be  minor  in  nature  and  would  tend 
to  balance  out  each  other. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity 

If  the  WSA  is  not  designated  wilderness,  all  present  uses  would  continue. 
Off-road  vehicle  use  and  mining  exploration  and  development  would  reduce  the 
wilderness  values  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitment  of  Resources 

Mining  exploration  and  development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of 
the  wilderness  resource  in  all  or  part  of  this  WSA  if  not  designated  as 
wilderness . 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  64,360  acres  of  public  land 
in  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  mineral  withdrawal 
and  ORV  closure  in  designated  wilderness,  the  resulting  effects  on  mineral 
development  and  recreational  ORV  use,  and  the  protection  of  wilderness  values, 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values. 

Wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  and  the  supplemental  features  of 
diversity  of  wildlife,  vegetation,  and  topography  would  be  retained  in  most  of 
the  WSA.   Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  WSA  from  mineral  entry  and 
development. 

Some  development  of  the  913  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated. 
At  least  two  claims  are  expected  to  meet  the  criteria  for  valid  discovery  at 
the  time  of  designation.   Wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of 
mineral  development  in  the  area  between  Midden  Mountain  and  Twin  Peaks.   For 
the  purpose  of  this  analysis  it  is  assumed  that  in  the  long  term  there  would 
be  two  discoveries:  (1)  An  underground  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  Tybo 
Canyon.   About  15  acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  with  the  mine, 
tailings,  mill,  and  one  mile  of  road;  (2)  An  open  pit  mine  on  the  border  of 
the  WSA  in  the  Little  Rawhide  Mountain  area.   About  50  acres  will  be  disturbed 
inside  the  WSA.   The  disturbed  area  will  include  exploration,  mine,  mill,  and 
tailings. 
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Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  64,360  acre  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA 
to  all  forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.   Although  encounters  between  ORV  users 
and  others  are  infrequent  at  the  current  use  levels,  the  elimination  of  ORV 
use  would  enhance  opportunities  for  solitude.   The  improvement  in  the  area's 
naturalness  as  a  result  of  ORV  closure  would  be  marginal  since  the  existing 
level  of  use  is  quite  low. 

Livestock  grazing  and  range  management  actions  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values  in  the  WSA  because  the  well  will  not  be  installed.   The  fence  will 
blend  with  the  landscape  and  maintenance  activities  will  not  change. 

Three  miles  of  pipeline  would  be  completed  in  the  WSA.   This  would  have  a 
negligible  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness. 

Conclusion.   Wilderness  values  would  be  slightly  enhanced  on  all  64,360 
acres  of  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness 
and  solitude  would  be  lost  in  the  areas  of  mineral  development. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  64,360  acre  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA 
to  all  forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.   Recreation  ORV  use  of  approximately 
1,000  visits  would  be  eliminated  annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that 
offers  similar  or  superior  opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is  located 
throughout  the  region.   Therefore,  recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA 
would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  1,000  visits  would  be  foregone 
annually.   The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be 
negligible. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
mineral  entry  and  mineral  leasing  and  exploration.   This  includes  13,760  acres 
of  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  7,360  acres  with  moderate  potential 
for  geothermal  resources. 

Development  of  oil  and  gas  is  unlikely  because  of  the  lack  of  leases, 
exploration,  industry  interest,  the  high  costs  associated  with  test  wells,  the 
area's  inaccessibility  and  location  outside  of  a  known  oil  and  gas  province, 
and  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

It  is  assumed  that  one  underground  and  one  open  pit  mine  located  on  claims 
established  prior  to  designation  would  have  production  sufficient  to  support 
commercial  development  of  metallic  mineral  resources.   No  other  mineral 
development  is  expected  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  precious  metals  resource  development  would 
occur.   Exploration  would  be  foregone  on  64,360  acres. 
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Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  existing  spring  development  would  be  maintained.  The  well  would  not  be 
developed.  Access  to  water  for  cattle  would  be  affected.  Therefore,  there 
would  be  some  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction. 

Conclusion.   A  proposed  well  could  not  be  developed  in  the  WSA. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

About  41,960  acres  of  the  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  would  be  recommended  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation  and  22,400  acres  would  be  recommended  nonsuitable 
for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

All  wilderness  values  on  the  41,960  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained. 

Twelve  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  closed.   The  spring  development 
would  be  maintained.   Three  miles  of  pipeline  would  be  completed  in  the  WSA. 
This  would  have  a  negligible  short  term  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness. 

Cherrystem  roads  extending  twelve  miles  into  the  WSA  and  seventeen  miles  of 
ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
approximately  800  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly 
because  of  the  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors 
would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  22,400  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Thirteen  miles  of  way  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV 
use  on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  1,000  visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  on  the  22,400  acres.   A  well  and  four  miles  of 
fence  would  be  constructed. 
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Some  development  of  the  913  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated. 
At  least  two  claims  are  expected  to  meet  the  criteria  for  valid  discovery  at 
the  time  of  designation.   Wilderness  values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of 
mineral  development  in  the  area  between  Midden  Mountain  and  Twin  Peaks.   For 
the  purpose  of  this  analysis  it  is  assumed  that  in  the  long  term  there  would 
be  two  discoveries:  (1)  An  underground  mine  on  the  border  of  the  WSA  at  Tybo 
Canyon.   About  15  acres  inside  the  WSA  will  be  disturbed  with  the  mine, 
tailings,  mill,  and  one  mile  of  road;  (2)  An  open  pit  mine  on  the  border  of 
the  WSA  in  the  Little  Rawhide  Mountain  area.   About  50  acres  will  be  disturbed 
inside  the  WSA.   The  disturbed  area  will  include  exploration,  mine,  mill,  and 
tailings . 

Conclusion.   On  the  41,960  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  area's 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  improve  slightly.   The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and 
solitude  would  be  lost  in  the  areas  of  mineral  development.   On  the  22,400 
acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  41,960  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  0RV 
use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  800  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  0RV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  use  foregone  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

The  22,400  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to  the 
ORVs.   Recreational  0RV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  1,000 
visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  0RV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  41,960  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  800  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  22,400  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  0RV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  1,000  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  41,960  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing  and  exploration.   This  includes  6,240  acres  of  high  potential  and 
7,200  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals.   It  is  anticipated  an 
underground  and  an  open  pit  precious  metals  mines  located  on  claims 
established  prior  to  designation  would  be  developed. 
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All  lands  within  the  22,400  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  1,280 
acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals,  13,760  acres  of  moderate 
potential  for  oil  and  gas,  and  7,360  acres  of  moderate  potential  for 
geothermal  resources.   Development  of  these  resources  is  unlikely  because 
higher  potential  exists  in  more  accessible  locations  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  development  of  precious  metals  would  occur. 
Exploration  would  be  foregone  on  41,960  acres  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Rawhide  Mountain  WSA  will  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing. 
All  grazing  facilities  could  be  maintained,  this  includes  three  miles  of 
pipeline  within  the  suitable  area  and  a  well  and  four  miles  of  fence  in  the 
area  recommended  nonsuitable. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 
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Chapter  4 

MOREY  WSA  (NV-060-191) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  14,560  acres  of  the  Morey  WSA  would  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  5,560  acres  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

All  wilderness  values  on  the  14,560  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained. 

Required  maintenance  would  be  provided  for  the  existing  two  miles  of  pipeline 
for  livestock  grazing  management.   Approximately  150  visits  of  recreational 
ORV  use  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at  present. 

One  mile  of  road  would  be  open  to  recreational  ORV  use.   Approximately  150 

visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at 

present.   This  would  slightly  reduce  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities 

for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  because  visitors  might 

encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  5,560  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   A  way  one  mile  long  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV  use 
on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  50  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  5,560  acres. 

Development  and  exploration  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values,  since  no  mineral  development  is  anticipated. 

The  protected  area  has  small  stands  of  Bristlecone  pine,  the  oldest  known 
living  things.   Few  areas  are  found  in  the  United  States.   Included  also  are 
bighorn  sheep  recently  reintroduced  into  the  Morey  WSA.   An  excellent  fishable 
stream  is  located  in  South  Sixmile  Canyon.   This  stream  has  a  naturally 
reproducing  population  of  brook  trout. 

Approximately  1,000  acres  of  mechanical  thinning  would  be  completed  in  the 
5,560  acres  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
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The  Morey  Study  area  also  lies  within  an  area  proposed  as  a  National  Natural 
Landmark  due  to  its  representation  of  the  Great  Basin  ecosystem.   There  are 
also  valuable  cultural  resource  sites  within  the  study  area.   A  rock  wall 
alignment  and  hunting  blind  are  found  within  the  VISA,  as  well  as  charcoal 
kilns  built  in  the  1870s  for  smelting  furnaces  in  the  near  mining  districts. 

Conclusion.   On  the  14,560  acres  designated  wilderness,  wilderness  values 
of  the  Bristlecone  pine,  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  South  Sixmile  Canyon  and 
the  proposed  National  Natural  Landmark  areas  would  be  protected.   There 
would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude 
because  of  continued  recreational  ORV  use. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  14,560  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  150  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   The  one  mile  of  road  within  the  designated  area  would 
remain  open  to  ORV  use. 

The  5,560  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  50  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  150  visits  annually  would  be  foregone 
on  the  14,560  acres  designated  wilderness.   The  one  mile  of  road  within 
the  designated  area  would  remain  open. 

On  the  5,560  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  50  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  14,560  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   This  includes  3,520  acres  with  a  moderate  potential  for  metallic 
minerals.   Although  this  portion  of  the  WSA  has  162  existing  mining  claims,  it 
is  anticipated  that  none  of  these  claims  would  meet  the  validity  requirement, 
therefore  none  of  those  claims  would  be  developed.   Since  no  new  mining  claims 
could  be  established  after  wilderness  designation  the  potential  for  developing 
a  small  precious  metals  mine  in  this  part  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone. 

All  lands  within  the  5,560  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  640  acres 
of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  5,120  acres  of  moderate 
potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  geothermal  resources.   Development  of  these 
resources  is  unlikely  because  higher  potential  exists  in  more  accessible 
locations  outside  the  WSA. 
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Conclusion.   Exploration  and  development  of  one  small  precious  metals  mine 
would  be  foregone. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Morey  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   Two  miles 
of  pipeline  would  be  maintain.   No  other  grazing  facilities  are  expected  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction.   All  anticipated  facilities  have  been  completed  and 
maintenance  will  be  performed. 

Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Wilderness  designation  on  the  14,560  acres  recommended  suitable  would  have  a 
significant  beneficial  effect  on  mule  deer  population.   Fourteen  thousand  two 
hundred  acres  of  deer  summer  range,  6,720  acres  of  deer  winter  range,  and 
5,760  acres  of  critical  deer  winter  range  would  be  maintained  in  good 
condition  as  a  result  of  closure  to  ORV  use  and  mineral  and  energy  exploration 
and  development.   Prohibiting  mechanical  manipulation  of  vegetation  would 
result  in  a  decline  of  approximately  5,620  acres  of  deer  winter  range  and  mule 
deer  population. 

On  the  remaining  5,560  acres,  due  to  the  increase  in  ORV  use  and  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  and  development,  the  mule  deer  population  is  expected  to 
decline.   Mechanical  manipulation  of  approximately  2,000  acres  of  vegetation 
may  result  in  maintaining  some  of  this  area  in  good  condition. 

Conclusion.   The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  of  14,560  acres 
would  be  beneficial  to  mule  deer  population.   Nondesignation  of  5,560 
acres  would  result  in  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population. 

Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  be  Avoided 

On  the  14,560  acres  designate  wilderness,  the  only  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
would  be  the  anticipated  precious  metal  mines,  or  others  with  valid 
discoveries . 

On  the  5,560  acres  designated  nonwilderness ,  the  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
would  be  those  associated  with  mineral  exploration  and  development.   Some  of 
these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful  examination  and  mitigation 
stipulations  in  the  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and  Plans  of  Operation. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity 
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On  the  14,560  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected,  except  in  areas  of  valid  discoveries. 

On  the  5,560  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  all  present  uses  would 
continue.   Off-road  vehicle  use  and  mining  exploration  and  developments  would 
reduce  the  wilderness  values. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  14,560  acres  designated  wilderness,  no  irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitment  of  wilderness  values  is  expected,  except  in  areas  of  valid 
discoveries. 

On  the  5,560  acres  designated  nonwilderness,  mining  exploration  and 
development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of  wilderness  resources. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  20,120  acres  of  Morey  WSA 
would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Two  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  closed.   Required  maintenance  would  be 
provided  for  the  existing  two  miles  of  pipeline,  and  for  livestock  grazing 
management.   Approximately  2,000  acres  of  mechanical  thinning  would  be 
foregone. 

One  cherrystem  road  extending  two  miles  into  the  WSA  and  two  miles  of  ways 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
approximately  200  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly 
because  of  the  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors 
would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recreation,  and 
the  supplemental  features  of  outstanding  sightseeing  in  a  diverse  geologic 
area  would  be  maintained  on  20,120  acres  of  the  WSA.   The  Bristlecone  pine, 
bighorn  sheep  habitat,  South  Sixmile  Canyon  and  the  proposed  National  Natural 
Landmark  areas  would  be  protected. 
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Conclusion.   On  20,120  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight 
improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  20,120  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   Recreation  ORV  use  of  approximately  200  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding 
public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  200  visits  annually  would  be  foregone 
on  the  20,120  acres  designated  wilderness. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Morey  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral 
entry  and  mineral  leasing.   This  includes  5,120  acres  with  moderate  potential 
for  oil  and  gas  resources,  5,120  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  geothermal 
resources,  and  4,160  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals. 
Although  the  WSA  has  existing  mining  claims,  it  is  anticipated  that  none  of 
these  claims  would  meet  the  validity  requirement,  therefore  none  of  these 
claims  would  be  developed.   Since  no  new  mining  claims  could  be  established 
after  wilderness  designation,  the  potential  for  developing  a  small  precious 
metals  mine  in  this  WSA  would  be  foregone. 

Conclusion.   Exploration  and  development  of  one  small  precious  metals  mine 
would  be  foregone. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Morey  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   Two  miles 
of  pipeline  would  be  maintained.   No  additional  grazing  facilities  are 
anticipated. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction. 


Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Wilderness  designation  would  have  a  significant  beneficial  effect  on  mule  deer 
population.   About  1,920  acres  of  deer  summer  range,  8,320  acres  of  critical 
deer  winter  range,  8,000  acres  of  deer  winter  range  would  be  maintained  in 
good  condition  as  a  result  of  closure  of  the  WSA  to  ORV  use  and  mineral 
development.   Prohibiting  mechanical  manipulation  of  vegetation  would  result 
in  the  decline  of  approximately  2,000  acres  of  deer  winter  range. 
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Conclusion.   The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  would  be  a 
beneficial  effect  on  mule  deer  population.   Mechanical  thinning  on  2,000 
acres  of  mule  deer  habitat  would  be  foregone. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Morey  WSA  with  the 
Fandango  WSA  by  closing  the  South  Sixmile  Road,  adjusting  boundaries,  and 
closing  and  rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Fandango  WSA,  31,740  acres,  would  be  recommended  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation,  including  14,560  acres  of  the  Morey  WSA  added  to 
the  original  WSA.   The  remaining  14,760  acres,  located  along  the  periphery  of 
the  WSAs,  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  and  the  resulting  impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the 
long-term. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

In  this  alternative,  46,300  acres  of  the  Fandango  and  Morey  WSAs  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  14,760  acres  would  be 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.   All  wilderness  values 
on  the  46,300  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would 
receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness 
designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be  retained. 

The  protected  area  has  small  stands  of  Bristlecone  pine,  the  oldest  known 
living  things.   Few  areas  are  found  in  the  United  States.   Included  also  are 
bighorn  sheep  recently  reintroduced  into  the  Morey  WSA.   An  excellent  fishable 
stream  is  located  in  South  Sixmile  Canyon.   This  stream  has  a  naturally 
reproducing  population  of  brook  trout. 

The  Wilderness  Study  area  also  lies  within  an  area  proposed  as  a  National 
Natural  Landmark  due  to  its  representation  of  the  Great  Basin  ecosystem. 
There  are  also  valuable  cultural  resource  sites  within  the  study  area.   A  rock 
wall  alignment  and  hunting  blind  are  found  within  the  WSA,  as  well  as  charcoal 
kilns  built  in  the  1870s  for  smelting  furnaces  at  near  mining  district. 

Twelve  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  and  the  South  Sixmile  road  would  be  closed 
and  rehabilitated.   Required  maintenance  would  be  provided  for  the  existing 
five  spring  developments,  seven  miles  of  pipeline,  and  two  miles  of  barbed 
wire  fence  and  for  livestock  grazing  management.   Approximately  3,500  acres  of 
mechanical  thinning  would  be  foregone. 
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The  entire  Fandango  and  Morey  WSAs  including  cherrystem  roads  extending  twelve 
miles  into  the  WSA  and  fourteen  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate  approximately  500  visits  of  recreational 
ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at  present.   This  would 
improve  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  slightly  because  of  near  elimination  of  surface 
disturbance  and  because  visitors  would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the 
area. 

The  14,760  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Three  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV  use 
on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  1,000  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  14,760  acres. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values,  since  mineral  development  would  not  be  allowed. 

All  wilderness  values  would  be  maintained  on  all  46,300  acres  of  both  the 
WSAs.   This  includes  the  area  of  spectacular  scenery,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  recreation,  and  naturalness.   The  Bristlecone 
pine,  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  South  Sixmile  Canyon  and  the  proposed  National 
Natural  Landmark  areas  would  be  protected. 

Conclusion.   On  the  46,300  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  area's 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  improve  slightly.   The  Bristlecone  pine,  bighorn  sheep 
habitat,  South  Sixmile  Canyon  and  the  proposed  National  Natural  Landmark 
areas  would  be  protected.   On  the  14,760  acres  not  designated  wilderness, 
there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  46,300  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  500  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  use  foregone  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

The  14,760  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  1,000 
visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  46,300  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  14,760  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  1,000  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 
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Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  46,300  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   This  includes  3,520  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic 
minerals.   Although  this  portion  of  the  WSAs  has  existing  mining  claims,  it  is 
anticipated  that  none  of  these  claims  would  meet  the  validity  requirement, 
therefore  none  of  these  claims  would  be  developed.   Since  no  new  mining  claims 
could  be  established  after  wilderness  designation,  the  potential  for 
developing  a  small  precious  metals  mine  in  these  WSAs  would  be  foregone. 

All  lands  within  the  14,760  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  5,120 
acres  with  a  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources,  5,120  acres  with 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources,  and  640  acres  with  moderate 
potential  for  metallic  minerals.   Development  of  these  resources  is  unlikely 
because  higher  potential  exists  in  more  accessible  locations  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   Exploration  and  development  of  a  small  precious  metals  mine 
would  be  foregone. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Both  the  Morey  and  Fandango  WSAs  would  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   Five 
spring  developments,  seven  miles  of  pipeline,  and  two  miles  of  barbed  wire 
fence  would  be  maintained.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  completed. 
Approximately  3,500  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be  completed  for 
improvement  of  livestock  grazing  forage. 

Conclusion,   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Over  the  long  term,  wilderness  designation  on  the  46,300  acres  recommended 
suitable  would  have  a  significant  beneficial  effect  on  mule  deer  population. 
Mechanical  manipulation  of  3,500  acres  of  pinyon- juniper  encroachment  would  be 
foregone.   This  would  be  offset  by  ORV  closures  and  lack  of  mineral  and  energy 
exploration  and  development.   About  36,260  acres  of  deer  summer  range,  14,220 
acres  of  deer  winter  range,  and  5,760  acres  of  critical  deer  winter  range 
would  be  maintained  in  good  condition  as  a  result  of  closure  to  ORV  use  and 
mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development. 

Conclusion.   The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  of  46,300  acres 
would  be  beneficial  to  mule  deer  population.   Nondesignation  of  14,760 
acres  would  result  in  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population  in  those  areas. 
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Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  this  Alternative,  the  20,120  acres  Morey  WSA  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  ORV  use  and  the  resulting 
reduction  in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreations. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  short-term  impact  of  this  action  would  be  negligible,  since  little 
development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the  short-term  whether  or  not  the  area 
is  designated  wilderness. 

It  is  anticipated  there  will  be  one  Notice  of  Intent  per  year  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  old  town  of  Morey.   This  exploration  will  probably  disturb  about  2.6 
acres  per  year,  including  one  mile  of  road  and  five  drill  pads. 

Some  development  of  the  162  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated 
due  to  the  moderate  potential  for  precious  metals.   Over  time,  wilderness 
values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of  one  mineral  development  in  the 
northeastern  part  of  the  WSA.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis  it  is  assumed 
that  in  the  foreseeable  future  there  would  be  one  discovery  for  mineral 
resources  in  this  WSA.   An  estimated  25  acres  of  surface  disturbance  including 
one  mile  of  road  would  be  associated  with  developing  this  claim.   The  mineral 
development  activities  would  include  those  associated  with  road,  tailings 
ponds,  mine,  and  mill  in  the  vicinity  of  the  development.   No  other 
development  is  anticipated  in  the  WSA. 

Two  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  receive  vehicular  use  to  provide  required 
maintenance  for  two  miles  of  pipeline  for  livestock  grazing  management.   This 
vehicle  use  would  slightly  reduce  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  on  20,120  acres  of  the  WSA. 
Approximately  2,000  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be  accomplished.   This 
would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness  since  fire  would  be 
reintroduced  into  a  fire  dependent  ecosystem. 

In  the  projected  future,  increasing  recreational  ORV  use  is  expected  to  have  a 
slight  adverse  effect  on  wilderness  values.   Recreational  ORV  use  would 
increase  slightly  but  would  remain  below  300  visits  annually.   Three 
cherrystem  roads,  with  a  total  length  of  two  miles,  extending  into  the  WSA 
from  the  northern  and  western  boundaries  and  two  miles  of  ways  would  be 
maintained  for  vehicle  use.   Due  to  low  use,  creation  of  new  trails  or  ways 
for  recreational  ORV  use  is  not  anticipated.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  also 
lower  the  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude 
slightly  because  visitors  would  see  and  hear  ORVs  in  the  area.   The  stands  of 
Bristlecone  pine,  because  of  the  accessability  to  the  location  should  not  be 
affected.   Bighorn  sheep  habitat  would  be  reduced  by  the  increase  in  ORV  use, 
hunter  use,  and  human  activities  in  the  area.   The  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  reduced  in  South  Sixmile  Canyon  because  of 
an  increase  in  ORV  use  and  mineral  exploration. 
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Conclusion.   On  20,120  acres  of  the  WSA,  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost  in  the  northeastern  part  of  the 
WSA  due  to  increasing  recreational  ORV  use  and  mineral  development. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but 
remain  under  300  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Morey  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   All  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development. 
This  includes  4,160  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals,  5,120 
acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources,  and  5,120  acres  with 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources. 

Some  development  of  the  162  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated 
due  to  the  moderate  potential  for  precious  metals.   Over  time,  wilderness 
values  would  be  lost  as  a  result  of  mineral  development  in  the  northeastern 
part  of  the  WSA.   For  the  purpose  of  this  analysis  it  is  assumed  that  in  the 
foreseeable  future  there  would  be  one  discovery  for  mineral  resources  in  this 
WSA.   An  estimated  25  acres  of  surface  disturbance  including  one  mile  of  road 
would  be  associated  with  developing  this  claim.   The  mineral  development 
activities  would  include  those  associated  with  road,  tailings  ponds,  mine,  and 
mill  in  the  vicinity  of  the  development.   No  other  development  is  anticipated 
in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  development  of  mineral  resources. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Morey  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   Two  miles 
of  pipeline  within  the  WSA  would  be  maintained  for  livestock  management 
purposes.   No  additional  range  developments  would  be  constructed  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 
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Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Due  to  the  increase  in  ORV  use  and  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and 
development,  a  reduction  of  mule  deer  population  is  expected,  however,  this 
would  be  offset  by  mechanical  thinning  of  pinyon  and  juniper  encroachment  on 
2,000  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  to  allow  for  browse  re-establishment. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  mule  deer  populations  overall. 
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Fandango  (NV-060-190) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  31,740  acres  of  the  Fandango  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  9,200  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

In  this  alternative  31,740  acres  of  the  Fandango  WSA  would  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  9,200  acres  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.   All  wilderness  values  on  the  31,740 
acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  receive  the 
special  legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation.   The  areas 
of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  and  naturalness  would  be  retained. 

Five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  open.   Required  maintenance  would  be 
provided  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments,  five  miles  of  pipeline, 
and  two  miles  of  barbed  wire  fence  for  livestock  grazing  management. 
Approximately  1,500  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be  accomplished.   This 
would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  WSA's  naturalness  since  fire  would  be 
reintroduced  into  a  fire  dependent  ecosystem.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be 
completed  in  the  WSA.   This  would  have  a  negligible  short-term  effect  on  the 
area's  naturalness  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  pipeline  because  of 
vegetation  disturbance.  Within  three  years  of  construction,  vegetation  would 
become  re-established  so  that  the  disturbance  would  be  substantially 
unnoticeable. 

The  entire  WSA  would  be  closed  to  0RV  use.   Cherrystem  roads  extending  eleven 
miles  into  the  WSA  and  ten  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  to  recreational  0RV 
use.   Approximately  500  visits  of  recreational  0RV  use  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  because 
visitors  might  encounter  or  hear  0RV  users  in  the  area. 
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The  9,200  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Five  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV  use 
on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  1,000  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  9,200  acres. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values,  since  none  is  expected. 

All  wilderness  values  would  be  maintained  on  all  31,740  acres  of  the  WSA. 
This  includes  the  area  of  spectacular  scenery,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation,  and  naturalness. 

Conclusion.   On  the  31,740  acres  designated  wilderness,  all  wilderness 
values  would  be  maintained.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  reduce  slightly 
because  of  approximately  500  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use.   On  the  9,200 
acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  continued 
recreational  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  11  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  and  10  miles  of  way  would  remain  open  for  ORV 
use.   Wilderness  designation  would  close  31,740  acres  of  the  WSA  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  500  visits 
would  not  be  eliminated  annually  from  the  WSA. 

The  9,200  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  200  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  continue  on  the  11  miles  of 
cherrystem  roads  and  10  miles  of  ways  that  would  remain  open  on  the  31,740 
acres  designated  wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  expected  annually. 

On  the  9,200  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  200  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  31,740  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   There  are  no  known  or  potential  minerals  or  energy  resources  in  this 
area. 
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All  lands  within  the  9,200  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  8,640 
acres  with  a  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  and  480  acres  with  i. 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources.   Development  of  these  resources 
is  unlikely  because  higher  potential  exists  in  more  accessible  locations 
outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  minerals  exploration  or  development  would  occur, 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Fandango  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   The  five 
spring  developments,  five  miles  of  pipeline,  and  two  miles  of  barbed  wire 
fence  would  be  maintained.   One  mile  of  pipeline  planned  in  the  WSA  would  be 
completed. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 

Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Over  the  foreseeable  future,  wilderness  designation  on  the  31,740  acres 
recommended  suitable  would  have  a  significant  beneficial  effect  on  the  mule 
deer  population.   About  22,000  acres  of  deer  summer  range,  and  7,500  acres  of 
deer  winter  range  would  be  maintained  in  good  condition  as  a  result  of  closure 
to  0RV  use  and  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development.   Prohibiting  of 
mechanical  manipulation  of  vegetation  will  result  in  a  decline  of 
approximately  1,500  acres  of  deer  winter  range. 

On  the  remaining  9,200  acres,  due  to  the  increase  in  0RV  use  and  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  and  development,  mule  deer  populations  are  expected  to 
decline. 

Conclusion.   The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  of  31,740  acres 
would  be  beneficial  to  mule  deer  populations.   Nondesignation  of  9,200 
acres  would  result  in  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  Be  Avoided 

On  the  31,740  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  only  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts  would  be  from  development  of  mines  with  valid  discoveries. 

On  the  9,200  acres  designated  nonwilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
would  be  those  associated  with  mineral  exploration  and  development.   Some  of 
these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful  examination  and  mitigation 
stipulations  in  the  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and  Plans  of  Operation. 
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Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity 

On  the  31,740  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected,  except  in  areas  of  valid  discoveries. 

On  the  9,200  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  all  present  uses  would 
continue.   ORV  use  and  mining  exploration  and  developments  would  reduce  the 
wilderness  values. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  31,740  acres  designated  wilderness,  no  irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitment  of  wilderness  values  is  expected,  except  in  areas  of  valid 
discoveries. 

On  the  9,200  acres  designated  nonwilderness ,  mining  exploration  and 
development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of  wilderness  resources. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  40,940  acres  of  the  Fandango 
WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  resulting  increases  in 
naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  closed.   Required  maintenance  would  be 
provided  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments,  five  miles  of  pipeline, 
and  two  miles  of  barbed  wire  fence  and  for  livestock  grazing  management.   In 
the  Cow  Canyon  portion  of  the  WSA  where  most  of  the  facilities  are 
concentrated,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  because  the  maintenance  would  be  concentrated  in  a 
relatively  small  area  of  1,900  acres.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  completed 
in  the  WSA.   This  would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  pipeline  because  of  vegetation  disturbance. 
Within  three  years  of  construction  vegetation  would  become  re-established  so 
that  the  disturbance  would  be  substantially  unnoticeable. 

The  Fandango  WSA  lies  within  the  Hot  Creek  Range  which  has  been  nominated  for 
designation  as  a  National  Natural  Landmark  due  to  the  existence  of  all  major 
Great  Basin  ecosystems  within  the  area.   Historical  sites,  charcoal  kilns 
dating  back  to  the  1870s,  have  been  located  within  the  Fandango  WSA. 
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Five  cherrystem  roads  extending  eleven  miles  into  the  WSA,  and  ten  miles  of 
ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
approximately  700  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly 
because  of  the  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors 
would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  recreation,  and 
the  supplemental  features  of  outstanding  sightseeing  in  a  diverse  geologic 
area  would  be  maintained  on  40,940  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  a  slight  improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude. 
There  would  be  a  slight  decrease  in  the  area's  naturalness  opportunities 
for  solitude  on  1,900  acres  in  the  Cow  Canyon. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  40,940  acre  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  approximately  700  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding 
public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  40,940  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  700  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Fandango  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral 
entry  and  mineral  leasing.   There  are  no  known  or  suspected  mineral  resources 
in  this  WSA.   This  includes  8,640  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil  and 
gas  resources  and  480  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources. 
There  are  no  known  mineral  resources  in  this  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  mineral  exploration  or  development  would  occur. 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Fandango  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   Two 
miles  of  fence,  five  miles  of  pipeline  and  five  spring  developments  would  be 
maintained.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  completed. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction. 
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Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Over  the  long  term,  wilderness  designation  on  the  40,940  acres  would  have  a 
beneficial  effect  on  mule  deer  population.   Although  1,500  acres  of  mechanical 
thinning  would  be  foregone,  this  would  be  offset  by  the  reduction  of  ORV  use 
and  mineral  and  energy  exploration. 

Conclusion.   The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  would  be 
beneficial  to  mule  deer  population. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Morey  WSA  with  the 
Fandango  WSA  by  closing  the  South  Sixmile  Road,  adjusting  boundaries,  and 
closing  and  rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Fandango  WSa,  31,740  acres,  would  be  recommended  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation,  including  14,560  acres  of  the  Morey  WSA  added  to 
the  original  WSA  for  a  total  of  46,300.   The  remaining  14,760  acres,  located 
along  the  periphery  of  the  WSAs,  would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  and  the  resulting  impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the 
long-term. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

In  this  alternative,  46,300  acres  of  the  Fandango  and  Morey  WSAs  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  14,760  acres  would  be 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.   All  wilderness  values 
on  the  46,300  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would 
receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness 
designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be  retained. 

The  protected  area  has  small  stands  of  Bristlecone  pine,  the  oldest  known 
living  things.   Few  areas  are  found  in  the  United  States.   Included  also  are 
bighorn  sheep  recently  reintroduced  into  the  Morey  WSA.   An  excellent  fishable 
stream  is  located  in  South  Sixmile  Canyon.   This  stream  has  a  naturally 
reproducing  population  of  brook  trout. 

The  Wilderness  Study  Area  also  lies  within  an  area  proposed  as  a  National 
Natural  Landmark  due  to  its  representation  of  the  Great  Basin  ecosystem. 
There  are  also  valuable  cultural  resource  site  within  the  study  area.   A  rock 
wall  alignment  and  hunting  blind  are  found  within  the  WSA,  as  well  as  charcoal 
kilns  built  in  the  1870s  to  provide  charcoal  for  smelting  furnaces  at  near 
mining  districts. 


-  176  - 


Twelve  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  and  the  South  Sixmile  road  would  be  closed 
and  rehabilitated.   Required  maintenance  would  be  provided  for  the  existing 
five  spring  developments,  seven  miles  of  pipeline,  and  two  miles  of  barbed 
wire  fence  for  livestock  grazing  management.   Approximately  3,500  acres  of 
prescribed  burning  would  be  accomplished.   This  would  have  a  negligible  effect 
on  the  WSA's  natualness  since  fire  would  be  reintroduced  into  a  fire  dependent 
ecosystem.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  completed  in  the  WSA.   This  would 
have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
of  the  pipeline  because  of  vegetation  disturbance.  Within  three  years  of 
construction,  vegetation  would  become  re-established  so  that  the  disturbance 
would  be  substantially  unnoticeable. 

The  entire  Fandango  and  Morey  WSAs,  including  cherrystem  roads  extending 
twelve  miles  into  the  WSA  and  fourteen  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to 
recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate  approximately  500  visits  of 
recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at  present.   This 
would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly  because  of  near  elimination  of 
surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors  would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users 
in  the  area. 

The  14,760  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreation  ORV 
use.   Three  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV  use 
on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  1,000  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  14,760  acres. 

Development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness  values,  since  no 
mineral  development  is  anticipated. 

All  wilderness  values  would  be  maintained  on  all  46,300  acres  of  both  the 
WSAs.   This  includes  the  area  of  spectacular  scenery,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  recreation,  and  naturalness.   The  Bristlecone 
pine,  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  South  Sixmile  Canyon  and  the  proposed  National 
Natural  Landmark  areas  would  be  protected. 

Conclusion.   On  the  46,300  acres  designated  wilderness,  all  wilderness 
values  would  be  maintained.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve  slightly. 
The  Bristlecone  pine,  bighorn  sheep  habitat,  South  Sixmile  Canyon  and  the 
proposed  National  Natural  Landmark  areas  would  be  protected.   On  the 
14,760  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction 
of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  increasing 
recreational  ORV  use. 
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Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  tJse 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  46,300  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  500  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  use  foregone  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

The  14,760  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated   wilderness  would  remain  open  to 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  1,000 
visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  46,300  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  foregone  annually.   The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

On  the  14,760  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  1,000  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  46,300  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   This  includes  3,520  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic 
minerals. 

Although  this  portion  of  the  WSAs  has  existing  mining  claims,  it  is 
anticipated  that  none  of  these  claims  would  meet  the  validity  requirement, 
therefore  none  of  these  claims  would  be  developed.   Since  no  new  mining  claims 
could  be  established  after  wilderness  designation,  the  potential  for 
developing  a  small  precious  metals  mine  in  these  WSAs  would  be  foregone. 

All  lands  within  the  14,760  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  5,120 
acres  with  a  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources,  5,120  acres  with 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resource,  and  640  acres  with  moderate 
potential  for  metallic  minerals.   Development  of  these  resources  is  unlikely 
because  higher  potential  exists  in  more  accessible  locations. 

Conclusion.   Development  of  one  small  precious  metals  mine  would  be 
foregone. 
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Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Both  the  Morey  and  Fandango  WSAs  would  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   Five 
spring  developments,  seven  miles  of  pipelines,  and  two  miles  of  barbed  wire 
fence  would  be  maintained.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be  completed. 
Approximately  3,500  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be  completed  for 
improvement  of  livestock  grazing  forage. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Over  the  long  term,  wilderness  designation  on  the  46,300  acres  recommended 
suitable  would  have  a  beneficial  effect  on  mule  deer  population.   Thirty-six 
thousand  two  hundred  sixty  acres  of  deer  summer  range  14,220  acres  of  deer 
winter  range,  and  5,760  acres  of  critical  deer  winter  range  would  be 
maintained  in  good  condition  as  a  result  of  closure  to  ORV  use  and  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  and  development. 

Conclusion.   The  overall  impact  of  wilderness  designation  of  46,300  acres 
would  be  beneficial  to  mule  deer  population.   Nondesignation  of  14,760 
acres  would  result  in  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  the  40,940  acre  Fandango  WSA  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  ORV  use  and  the  resulting 
reduction  in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values. 

The  immediate  impact  of  this  action  would  be  negligible,  since  little 
development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the  short  term  whether  or  not  the  area 
is  designated  wilderness. 

Five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  receive  vehicular  use  to  provide  required 
maintenance  for  five  spring  developments,  five  miles  of  pipeline,  and  two 
miles  of  barbed  wire  fence  for  livestock  grazing  management.   This  vehicle  use 
would  slightly  reduce  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  on  40,940  acres  of  the  WSA. 
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In  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA  where  most  of  the  facilities  are 
concentrated,  there  would  be  a  moderate  reduction  in  the  area's  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  most  of  the  maintenance  would  be  in  a 
relatively  small  area  of  Cow  Canyon.   Approximately  1,500  acres  of  mechanical 
thinning  would  be  accomplished. 

In  the  projected  future,  increasing  recreational  ORV  use  is  expected  to  cause 
a  slight  reduction  of  wilderness  values.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  increase 
slightly  but  would  remain  below  1,000  visits  annually.   Five  cherrystem  roads, 
with  a  total  length  of  eleven  miles,  extending  into  the  WSA  from  the  northern 
and  western  boundaries  would  be  maintained  by  vehicle  use.   Due  to  low  use, 
creation  of  new  trails  or  ways  by  recreational  ORV  use  is  not  anticipated. 
Recreational  ORV  use  would  also  lower  the  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  slightly  because  visitors  would  see  and 
hear  ORVs  in  the  area. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values,  since  none  is  expected. 

Conclusion.   On  40,940  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction 
of  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude.   In  the  Cow 
Canyon  area  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  moderate  reduction  of  the  area's 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but 
remain  under  1,000  visits  annually. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Fandango  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and 
mineral  leasing.   All  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for 
development.   This  includes  8,640  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas 
resources  and  480  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources.   There 
would  be  no  impact  to  development  of  potential  mineral  resources. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  development  of  mineral  resources. 
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Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  grazing  developments  would  not  change.   Planned 
range  developments  would  be  completed.   One  mile  of  pipeline  would  be 
completed  and  approximately  1,500  acres  of  prescribed  burning  would  be 
accomplished. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Impacts  on  Mule  Deer  Population 

Over  the  projected  future,  due  to  the  increase  in  ORV  use  and  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  and  development,  a  reduction  of  mule  deer  population  is 
expected.   This  may  be  slightly  offset  by  mechanical  thinning  of  1,500  acres 
for  browse  re-establishment. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  a  reduction  in  mule  deer  population. 
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PALISADE  MESA  WSA  (NV-060-142/162) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  66,110  acres  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  he 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  33,440  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

In  this  alternative,  66,110  acres  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  33,440  acres  would  be 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.   All  wilderness  values 
on  the  66,110  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would 
receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness 
designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be  retained. 

Seven  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  open.   Required  maintenance  would  be 
provided  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments,  and  a  five-acre  water 
impoundment  for  livestock  grazing  management.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be 
installed.   The  fence  will  blend  with  the  surroundings  and  not  effect 
wilderness  values. 

The  entire  suitable  area  of  the  WSA  would  be  closed  to  ORV  use.   Cherrystem 
roads  extending  seven  miles  into  the  WSA,  would  be  open  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   Approximately  500  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  slightly  reduce  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  and 
because  visitors  might  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  33,440  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Five  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV  use 
on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  600  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  33,440  acres. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values,  since  none  is  expected. 

All  wilderness  values  would  be  maintained  on  66,110  acres  of  the  WSA.   This 
includes  the  area  of  spectacular  scenery,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation,  and  naturalness. 
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Conclusion.   On  the  66,110  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  area's 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  slightly  reduce.   The  areas  most  spectacular  scenery, 
naturalness,  and  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  would  be 
retained.   On  the  33,440  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a 
slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitide. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  66,110  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   The  seven  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  and  15  miles  of  ways  would  remain 
open  for  ORV  use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  500  visits  would 
be  expected  to  continue  annually  in  the  WSA. 

The  33,440  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  600  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  recreational  ORV  use  would  occur  on  the  66,110 
acres  recommended  suitable. 

On  the  33,440  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  600  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  66,110  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   This  includes  4,800  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  metallic 
minerals.   Because  this  portion  of  the  WSA  has  only  one  mining  claim,  no 
mineral  development  is  expected. 

All  lands  within  the  33,440  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  7,360 
acres  of  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  and  4,160  acres  with  a 
moderate  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources.   Development  of  these 
resources  is  unlikely  because  higher  potential  exists  in  more  accessible 
locations  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  mineral  exploration  or  development  would  occur, 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing. 
Five  spring  developments  and  a  five  acre  water  impoundment  would  be 
maintained.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be  completed. 
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Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  Be  Avoided 

On  the  66,110  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  only  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts  would  be  from  the  assumed  precious  metal  mines,  or  others  with  valid 
discoveries. 

On  the  33,440  acres  designated  nonwilderness ,  the  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
would  be  those  associated  with  mineral  exploration  and  development.   Some  of 
these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful  examination  and  mitigation 
stipulations  in  the  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and  Plans  of  Operation. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity 

On  the  66,110  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected,  except  in  areas  of  valid  discoveries. 

On  the  33,440  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  all  present  uses  would 
continue.   ORV  use  and  mining  exploration  and  developments  would  reduce  the 
wilderness  values. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  66,110  acres  designated  wilderness,  no  irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitments  of  wilderness  values  is  expected,  except  in  areas  of  valid 
discoveries. 

On  the  33,440  acres  designated  nonwilderness,  mining  exploration  and 
development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of  wilderness  resources, 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  99,550  acres  of  the  Palisade 
Mesa  WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  all 
wilderness  values  would  be  protected  by  legislative  mandate. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  resulting  increases  in 
naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 
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Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Nine  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  closed.   Required  maintenance  would  be 
performed  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments,  a  five-acre  water 
impoundment,  and  for  livestock  grazing  management. 

Three  miles  of  pipeline  would  be  completed  in  the  WSA.   This  would  have  a 
negligible  short-term  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  fence  because  of  vegetation  disturbance.   Within  one  year  of 
construction,  vegetation  would  become  re-established  so  that  the  disturbance 
would  be  substantially  unnoticeable. 

Five  cherrystem  roads  extending  nine  miles  into  the  WSA,  and  twenty  miles  of 
ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
approximately  500  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  preserve  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly 
because  of  the  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors 
would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  recreation,  and 
the  supplemental  features  of  outstanding  sightseeing  in  a  diverse  geologic 
area  would  be  maintained  on  99,550  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   On  99,550  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight 
improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  99,550  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  approximately  500  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding 
public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  500  visits  would  be  foregone  on  the 
99,550  acres  designated  wilderness. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  form  all  forms  of 
mineral  entry  and  mineral  leasing.   This  includes  7,360  acres  with  moderate 
potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources,  and  8,960  acres  of  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  mineral  resources.   There  are  only  two  existing  mining  claims. 
Development  of  these  resources  is  unlikely  because  higher  potential  exists  in 
more  accessible  locations  outside  the  WSA. 
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Conclusion.   No  impacts  to  exploration  or  development  of  minerals  would 
occur. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing  use. 
A  five  acre  water  impoundment  and  five  spring  developments  would  be 
maintained.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be  completed. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  with 
the  The  Wall  WSA  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road,  adjusting  boundaries 
and  closing  and  rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA,  83,550  acres,  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  and  30,320  acres  of  the  The  Wall  WSA 
added  to  the  original  WSA  to  improve  its  manageability  for  a  total  of  113  870 
acres.   The  remaining  23,680  acres,  located  along  the  periphery  of  the  WSAs, 
would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

In  this  alternative,  113,870  acres  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs 
would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  23,680  acres 
would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.   All 
wilderness  values  on  the  113,870  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained. 

Eight  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  and  the  common  boundary  road  would  be  closed 
and  rehabilitated.   Required  maintenance  will  be  provided  for  the  existing 
spring  development,  water  impoundment,  and  barbed  wire  fence  for  livestock 
grazing  management.   Approximately  three  miles  of  fence  would  be 
accomplished.   This  would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  WSA's  naturalness 
since  it  will  blend  with  the  surroundings. 
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The  entire  recommended  suitable  area  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs, 
including  cherrystem  roads  extending  eight  miles  into  the  WSA  and  ten  miles  of 
ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
approximately  760  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly 
because  of  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors  would 
not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  23,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Fifteen  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV 
use  on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  500  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  23,680  acres. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness 
values,  since  none  is  expected. 

All  wilderness  values  would  be  maintained  on  113,870  acres  of  both  the  WSAs. 
This  includes  the  area  of  spectacular  scenery,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation,  and  naturalness. 

Conclusion.   On  the  113,870  acres  designated  wilderness,  all  wilderness 
values  would  be  maintained.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve  slightly. 
On  the  23,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude. 


Impacts  oh  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  113,870  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  760  visits  would  be 
eliminated  annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar 
opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region. 
Therefore,  recreational  use  foregone  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public 
lands. 

The  23,680  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to  the 
ORVs.  Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  500  visitor 
days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  113,870  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  760  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  23,680  acre  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  500  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 
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Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  113,887  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   This  includes  7,680  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic 
minerals.   Development  of  potential  mineral  resources  is  unlikely  because 
higher  potential  exists  in  more  accessible  locations  outside  the  WSA. 

All  lands  within  the  23,680  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  7,360 
acres  with  a  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  and  1,280  acres  with 
a  moderate  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources.   Development  of  the 
potential  resources  is  unlikely  because  higher  potential  exists  in  more 
accessible  locations  outside  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  exploration  or  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  occur. 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Both  the  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs  would  continue  to  be  managed  for 
livestock  grazing.   One  spring  development,  one  water  impoundment,  and  the 
barbed  wire  fence  would  be  maintained  as  they  are  now.   Three  miles  of  fence 
would  be  completed. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  no  wilderness  alternative,  the  entire  99,550  acres  of  the  Palisade 
Mesa  WSA  would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  immediate  impact  of  this  action  would  be  negligible,  since  little 
development  activity  is  anticipated  whether  or  not  the  area  is  designated 
wilderness . 

No  development  of  the  two  existing  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  is  anticipated 
because  higher  potential  exists  in  other  locations. 
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Sights  and  sounds  from  recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  solitude.   However,  this  impact  is  expected  to  be  slight  since  ORV 
use  is  estimated  to  be  less  than  500  visits  annually  and  is  expected  to  remain 
below  600  visits  annually  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  recreation  uses  would  increase  slightly,  but  would  remain  at  levels 
below  400  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  increase  would  not 
significantly  impact  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Three  miles  of  fence  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and  maintenance  activities  would 
not  change.  Grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction  actions  would  not 
affect  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  wilderness  values  of  size, 
naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  600 
visits  annually  over  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   All  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development. 
This  includes  8,960  acres  with  moderate  favorability  for  occurrence  of 
metallic  minerals  and  7,360  acres  with  a  moderate  favorability  for  oil  and 
gas.   Development  of  the  metallic  minerals  is  unlikely  because  high  potential 
exists  in  other  areas.   Development  of  oil  and  gas  is  unlikely  because  of  the 
lack  of  leases,  exploration,  industry  interest,  the  high  costs  associated  with 
test  wells,  the  area's  inaccessibility  and  location  outside  of  a  known  oil  and 
gas  province,  and  better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

Because  all  potential  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there 
would  be  no  impact  to  development  of  potential  mineral  resources. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  mineral  exploration  or  development  would  occur. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  water  impoundment  and  spring  developments  would 
not  change  and  three  miles  of  fence  are  planned  within  the  WSA.  Therefore, 
there  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance. 
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THE  WALL  WSA  (NV-060-163) 


Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  30,320  acres  of  The  Wall  WSA  would  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  7,680  acres  would  be  recommended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

All  wilderness  values  on  the  30,320  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained . 


One  mile  of  cherrystem  road  would  be  closed.   Required  maintenance  would  be 
provided  for  the  existing  spring  development,  and  one  mile  of  barbed  wire 
fence  for  livestock  grazing  management. 

The  entire  recommended  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  closed  to  0RV 
use.   A  cherrystem  road  extending  one  mile  into  the  WSA,  would  be  open  to 
recreational  0RV  use.   Approximately  250  visits  of  recreational  0RV  use  are 
estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  slightly  reduce  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  because  visitors  might  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  7,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   A  way  five  miles  long  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV 
use  on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  300  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  7,680  acres. 

All  wilderness  values  would  be  maintained  on  30,320  acres  of  the  WSA.   This 
includes  the  area  of  spectacular  scenery,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation,  and  naturalness. 

Conclusion.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  reduce  slightly. 

On  the  7,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitide. 
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Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  30,320  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.  One  mile  of  cherrystem  road  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use.  Recreational 
vehicle  use  of  approximately  300  visits  would  be  expected  annually  in  the  WSA. 

The  7,680  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to  the 
ORVs.  Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  300  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  recreational  ORV  use  would  occur. 

On  the  7,680  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  300  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Wall  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   One  spring 
development  and  one  mile  of  fence  would  be  maintained. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  Be  Avoided 

On  the  30,320  acres  designated  wilderness,  there  are  no  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts. 

On  the  7,680  acres  designated  nonwilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
would  be  those  associated  with  energy  exploration  and  development.   Some  of 
these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful  examination  and  mitigation 
stipulations  in  the  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and  Plans  of  Operation. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity 

On  the  30,320  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected. 

On  the  7,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  all  present  uses  would 
continue.   ORV  use  and  energy  exploration  and  development  would  reduce  the 
wilderness  values. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  30,320  acres  designated  wilderness,  no  irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitments  of  wilderness  values  is  expected. 
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On  the  7,680  acres  designated  nonwilderness,  mining  exploration  and 
development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of  wilderness  resources. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  38,000  acres  of  The  Wall  WSA 
would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  resulting  increases  in 
naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

One  mile  of  cherrystem  road  would  be  closed.   Required  maintenance  would  be 
performed  for  the  existing  spring  development,  and  one  mile  of  barbed  wire 
fence  for  livestock  grazing  management. 

One  cherrystem  road  extending  one  mile  into  the  WSA  and  five  miles  of  ways 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
approximately  250  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly 
because  of  the  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors 
would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  recreation,  and 
the  supplemental  features  of  outstanding  sightseeing  in  a  diverse  geologic 
area  would  be  maintained  on  38,000  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   On  38,000  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight 
improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  and  solitude. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  38,000  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   Recreation  ORV  use  of  approximately  250  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding 
public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  38,000  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  250  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 
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Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Wall  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   One  spring 
development  and  one  mile  of  fence  would  be  maintained. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance 
or  construction. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  actions  include  combining  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA  with 
the  The  Wall  WSA  by  closing  the  common  boundary  road,  adjusting  boundaries  and 
closing  and  rehabilitating  cherrystem  roads. 

A  portion  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  WSA,  83,550  acres,  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  including  30,320  acres  of  the  The  Wall 
WSA  added  to  the  original  WSA  to  improve  its  manageability.   The  remaining 
23,680  acres,  located  along  the  periphery  of  the  WSAs,  would  be  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

In  this  alternative,  113,870  acres  of  the  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs 
would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  23,680  acres 
would  be  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.   All 
wilderness  values  on  the  113,870  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained. 

Eight  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  and  the  common  boundary  road  would  be  closed 
and  rehabilitated.   Required  maintenance  will  be  provided  for  the  existing 
spring  development,  water  impoundment,  and  barbed  wire  fence  and  for  livestock 
grazing  management.   Approximately  3  miles  of  fence  would  be  accomplished. 
This  would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  WSA's  naturalness  since  it  will 
blend  with  the  surroundings. 
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The  entire  recommended  suitable  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs,  cherrystem 
roads  extending  eight  miles  into  the  WSA,  and  ten  miles  of  ways  would  be 
closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate  approximately  760 
visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at 
present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly  because  of  near 
elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors  would  not  encounter  or 
hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  23,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Fifteen  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV 
use  on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  500  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  23,680  acres. 

Conclusion.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve  slightly.   On  the 
23,680  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  113,870  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  1,000  visits  would  be 
eliminated  annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar 
opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region. 
Therefore,  recreational  use  foregone  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public 
lands. 

The  23,680  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to  the 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  500  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  113,870  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  1,000  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  23,680  acre  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational 
ORV  use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  500  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Both  the  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  WSAs  would  continue  to  be  managed  for 
livestock  grazing.   One  spring  development,  one  water  impoundment,  and  the 
barbed  wire  fence  would  be  maintained.   Three  miles  of  fence  would  be 
completed  in  the  WSA. 
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Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  no  wilderness  alternative,  the  entire  38,000  acres  of  The  Wall  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  short-term  impact  of  this  action  would  be  negligible,  since  little 
development  activity  is  anticipated  in  the  short-term  whether  or  not  the  area 
is  designated  wilderness. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  solitude.   However,  this  impact  is  expected  to  be  slight  since  ORV 
use  is  estimated  to  be  less  than  500  visits  annually  and  is  expected  to  remain 
below  400  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  recreation  uses  would  increase  slightly,  but  would  remain  at  levels 
below  150  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  increase  would  not 
significantly  impact  opportunities  for  solitude. 

No  new  range  developments  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and  maintenance  activities 
would  not  change.   Grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction  actions  would 
not  affect  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  wilderness  values  of  size, 
naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  the 
400  visits  annually  over  the  and  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  fence  and  spring  development  would  not  change  and 
no  new  range  developments  are  planned  within  the  WSA.  Therefore,  there  would 
be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction  in  The  Wall  WSA. 
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SOUTH  REVEILLE  WSA  (NV-060-112) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  33,000  acres  of  the  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  73,200  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

All  wilderness  values  on  the  33,000  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained. 

One  mile  of  cherrystem  road  would  remain  open.   Required  maintenance  will  be 
provided  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments,  a  five  acre  water 
impoundment,  and  for  livestock  grazing  management.   Two  springs  would  be 
developed  in  the  WSA. 

The  entire  recommended  suitable  WSA  would  be  closed  to  ORV  use.   Cherrystem 
roads  extending  one  mile  into  the  WSA,  and  one  mile  of  way  would  remain  open 
to  recreational  ORV  use.   Approximately  2,700  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use 
are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  slightly  reduce  the 
area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  because  visitors  might  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  73,200  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Four  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV  use 
on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  1,000  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   This  would  reduce  slightly  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for 
solitude  on  the  73,200  acres.   One  well  will  be  developed. 

Development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness  values,  since  no 
mineral  development  is  expected  in  the  33,000  acres  recommended  for 
wilderness,   It  is  anticipated  there  will  be  one  mineral  resource  development 
in  the  Reveille  Mining  area,  within  the  nondesignated  portion  of  the  WSA. 
This  development  would  disturb  about  ten  acres  in  the  WSA  including  the  road, 
mine,  and  tailings. 

It  is  assumed  there  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   About  40  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed,  including  the  three 
miles  of  roads  (5  acres),  20  acres  of  storage,  and  15  acres  for  load  out 
facilities . 
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All  wilderness  values  would  be  maintained  on  all  33,000  acres  of  the  WSA. 
This  includes  the  area  of  spectacular  scenery,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation,  and  naturalness. 

Conclusion.   On  the  33,000  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  area's 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  reduce  slightly.   On  the  73,200  acres  not  designated 
wilderness,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitide. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  33,000  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   The  one  mile  of  cherrystem  road  and  one  mile  of  way  would  remain  open 
for  ORV  use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  995  visits  would  be 
expected  annually  in  the  WSA. 

The  73,200  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to  the 
ORVs.   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  1,000 
visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  recreational  ORV  use  would  occur. 

On  the  73,200  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  1,000  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  33,000  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   There  are  no  potential  mineral  or  energy  resources  in  the  suitable 
area. 

All  lands  within  the  73,200  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  55,000 
acres  of  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources,  and  40,960  acres  of 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources  and  28,160  acres  of  moderate 
potential  for  metallic  minerals.   One  metallic  mineral  development  is  assumed 
in  the  Reveille  Mine  area.   About  10  acres  within  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed 
including  one  mile  of  road  (1.5  acres),  one  acre  of  mine  site,  three  acres  for 
the  mill  site  and  4.5  acres  of  tailings. 

It  is  assumed  there  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  in  the  foreseeable 
future.   About  40  acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed,  including  the  three 
miles  of  roads  (5  acres),  20  acres  of  storage,  and  15  acres  for  load  out 
facilities . 
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Conclusion.   No  impact  to  development  of  mineral  resources  would  occur. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing.   A 
water  impoundment  and  five  spring  developments  would  be  maintained.   Two 
springs  and  a  well  will  be  developed. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Impacts  on  High  Erosion  Potential  Watershed 

Under  this  alternative,  18,000  acres  within  the  proposed  wilderness  area  would 
be  protected  from  excessive  erosion.   The  remaining  5,800  acres  would  be 
accessible  for  mineral  exploration  and  development.   Mineral  exploration  and 
development  could  cause  erosion  problems  on  these  watersheds.   The  impact 
would  be  surface  erosion  and  gullies,  caused  by  rainfall  on  poorly  placed 
roads,  cleared  areas,  and  disturbed  soil. 

Conclusion.   Rainfall  on  poorly  placed  roads,  cleared  areas,  and  disturbed 
soil  as  a  result  of  mineral  exploration  and  development  could  cause  soil 
erosion  on  these  watersheds. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  Be  Avoided 

On  the  33,000  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  only  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts  would  be  the  assumed  precious  metal  mines,  or  others  with  valid 
discoveries . 

On  the  73,200  acres  designated  nonwilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
would  be  those  associated  with  mineral  exploration  and  development.   Some  of 
these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful  examination  and  mitigation 
stipulations  in  the  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and  Plans  of  Operation. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity 

On  the  33,000  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected,  except  in  areas  of  valid  discoveries. 

On  the  73,200  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  all  present  uses  would 
continue.   Off-road  vehicle  use  and  mining  exploration  and  development  would 
reduce  the  wilderness  values. 
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Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  33,000  acres  designated  wilderness,  no  irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitments  of  wilderness  values  is  expected,  except  in  areas  of  valid 
discoveries. 

On  the  73,200  acres  designated  nonwilderness ,  mining  exploration  and 
development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of  wilderness  resources. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  106,200  acres  of  the  South 
Reveille  WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  resulting  increases  in 
naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Three  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  closed.   Required  maintenance  would 
be  provided  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments,  and  a  five-acre  water 
impoundment  for  livestock  grazing  management.   In  the  Fang  Ridge  portion  of 
the  WSA  where  most  of  the  facilities  are  concentrated,  there  would  be  a  slight 
reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  the 
maintenance  would  be  concentrated  in  a  relatively  small  area.   Two  springs 
would  be  developed  but  a  well  would  not. 

One  cherrystem  road  extending  three  miles  into  the  WSA,  and  five  miles  of  ways 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
approximately  2,700  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly 
because  of  the  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors 
would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

Although  this  WSA  has  mineral  leases,  it  is  anticipated  that  none  of  these 
would  be  developed  since  no  mineral  leases  could  be  established  after 
wilderness  designation.   No  impact  to  wilderness  values  would  occur. 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  recreation,  and 
the  supplemental  features  of  outstanding  sightseeing  in  a  diverse  geologic 
area  would  be  maintained  on  106,200  acres  of  the  WSA. 
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Conclusion.   On  106,200  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight 
improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude.   There  would  be  a  slight  decrease  in 
the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  Fang  Ridge 
area  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  106,200  acres  of  the  WSA  to 
recreational  0RV  use.   Recreational  0RV  use  of  approximately  2,700  visits 
would  be  eliminated  annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar 
opportunities  for  recreational  0RV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region, 
therefore,  recreational  0RV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on 
surrounding  public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  106,200  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  2,700  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  South  Reveille  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
mineral  entry  and  mineral  leasing.   This  includes  55,000  acres  with  a  moderate 
potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources,  40,960  acres  with  a  moderate  potential 
for  geothermal  resources,  and  28,160  acres  with  a  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  minerals.   The  development  of  one  small  precious  metals  mine  with 
valid  existing  rights  is  anticipated.   About  10  acres  within  the  WSA  would  be 
disturbed  including  one  mile  of  road  (1.5  acres),  one  acre  for  the  mine,  three 
acres  for  the  mill  site,  and  4.5  acres  for  tailings. 

Although  this  WSA  has  mineral  leases,  it  is  anticipated  that  none  of  these 

would  be  developed.   Since  no  mineral  leases  could  be  established  after 

wilderness  designation,  the  potential  for  developing  a  small  producing  oil 

field  under  this  alternative  would  be  foregone. 

Conclusion.   Development  of  one  small  producing  oil  field  would  be 
foregone. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  South  Reveille  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing 
use.   Five  spring  developments  and  a  water  impoundment  would  be  maintained. 
Two  springs  would  be  developed  but  the  well  would  not.   This  would  affect  the 
water  availability  in  this  area  which  also  affects  the  range  utilization. 

Conclusion.   One  well  would  not  be  developed. 


-  200 


Impacts  on  High  Erosion  Potential  Watershed 

Under  this  alternative,  all  23,800  acres  of  high  erosion  potential  watersheds 
will  be  protected  by  wilderness  designation.   It  is  anticipated  one  precious 
metals  mine  would  be  developed  on  this  watershed  and  about  ten  acres  of 
disturbance  would  occur.   This  activity  would  be  handled  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  to  protect  this  watershed  from  excessive  erosion. 

Conclusion.   It  is  anticipated  one  precious  metals  mine  would  be  developed 
on  this  watershed  and  about  ten  acres  of  disturbance  would  occur. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Resource  Development,  the  entire  106,200-acre  South  Reveille  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  and  the  resulting  impacts  on  wilderness  values  in  the  long 
run. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  impact  of  this  action  would  be  important,  development  activity  is 
anticipated  if  this  area  is  not  designated  wilderness.   It  is  anticipated 
there  will  be  one  small  precious  metal  development  in  the  Reveille  Mining 
Area.   This  development  will  disturb  about  ten  acres  in  the  WSA  including  the 
road,  mine,  and  tailings. 

Hardrock  exploration  is  anticipated  at  the  rate  of  two  Notices  of  Intent  per 
year.   Based  on  past  experience,  the  disturbance  would  be  about  five  acres  per 
Notice  of  Intent. 

Oil  and  gas  exploration  is  also  anticipated  at  the  rate  of  about  twelve  miles 
of  seismic  lines  per  year.   The  area  disturbed  would  be  about  18  acres  per 
line.   The  final  result  expected  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  with 
about  40  acres  of  disturbed  area  for  the  wells,  roads,  storage,  and  load-out 
facilities. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  solitude.   Off-road  vehicle  use  is  estimated  to  be  less  than  3,000 
visits  annually  and  is  expected  to  remain  below  4,000  visits  annually  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Other  recreation  uses  would  increase  slightly,  but  would  remain  at  levels 
below  300  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  increase  would  not 
significantly  impact  opportunities  for  solitude. 
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Two  spring  developments  and  a  well  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and  maintenance 
activities  would  not  change.   Grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction 
actions  would  not  affect  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   The  South  Reveille  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  size, 
naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below 
4,000  visits  annually  over  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   All  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development. 
This  includes  28,160  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  occurrence  of  metallic 
minerals,  55,000  acres  with  moderate  potential  for  oil  and  gas  and  40,960 
acres  with  a  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources.   Development  of  one 
metallic  minerals  claim  is  likely  in  the  Reveille  Mining  area.   Ten  acres  of 
disturbance  is  anticipated  including  one  mile  of  road  (1.5  acres),  one  acre 
for  the  mine,  three  acres  of  mill  site,  and  4.5  acres  for  tailings. 
Development  of  a  small  producing  oil  and  gas  field  is  likely.   Ten  acres  of 
disturbance  is  anticipated  including  one  mile  of  road  (1.5  acres),  one  acre 
for  the  mine,  three  acres  of  mill  site,  and  4.5  acres  for  tailings.   About  40 
acres  inside  the  WSA  would  be  disturbed  including  three  miles  of  roads  (5 
acres),  20  acres  of  storage,  and  15  acres  for  load  out  facilities. 

Because  all  potential  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there 
would  be  no  impact  to  development  of  potential  mineral  resources. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  development  of  mineral  resources 
in  the  South  Reveille  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  five  existing  spring  developments  and  one  water  impoundment 
would  not  change.   Two  spring  developments  and  a  well  are  planned  within  the 
WSA.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction  in  the  South  Reveille  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  High  Erosion  Potential  Watersheds 

Under  this  alternative,  none  of  the  23,800  acres  of  high  erosion  potential 
watershed  will  be  designated  as  wilderness.   Mineral  exploration  and 
development  could  cause  erosion  problems  on  these  watersheds.   The  impact 
would  be  surface  erosion  and  gullies  caused  by  rainfall  on  poorly  placed 
roads,  cleared  areas,  and  disturbed  soil. 

Conclusion.   Rainfall  on  poorly  placed  roads,  cleared  areas,  and  disturbed 
soil  as  a  result  of  mineral  exploration  and  development  could  cause 
increased  soil  erosion  on  these  watersheds. 
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BLUE  EAGLE  WSA  (NV-060-158/199) 

Proposed  Action  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  58,350  acres  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  1,960  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

All  wilderness  values  on  the  58,350  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained.   Protection  will  be  given  to  Bristlecone  pine,  a  relic  species,  and 
white  fir,  a  unique  occurrence  in  central  Nevada.   Both  can  be  found  in  the 
higher  elevations.   A  pictograph  site  in  the  WSA  will  also  be  protected. 

Five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open.   Required  maintenance  would 
be  provided  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments  and  for  livestock 
grazing  management.   Six  miles  of  new  pipeline  would  be  completed  in  the  WSA. 
This  would  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  pipeline  because  of  vegetative  disturbance.   Within  three 
years  of  construction,  vegetation  would  become  re-established  so  that  the 
disturbance  would  be  substantially  unnoticeable. 

The  entire  recommended  suitable  WSA  would  be  closed  to  ORV  use.   Cherrystem 
roads  extending  five  miles  into  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   Approximately  400  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  slightly  reduce  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  because 
visitors  might  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  8,960  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Three  miles  of  way  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV  use 
on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  100  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Oil  and  gas  exploration  is  anticipated  at  the  rate  of  about  20  miles  of 
seismic  lines  per  year.   The  area  disturbed  would  be  about  1.5  acres  per 
mile.   The  final  result  expected  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  with 
about  50  acres  of  disturbed  area  for  the  wells,  roads,  storage,  and  load-out 
facilities.   This  would  reduce  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude 
on  the  8,960  acres. 
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Development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness  values,  since  no 
mineral  development  is  expected. 

Conclusion.   On  the  51,350  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  area's 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  and 
solitude  would  reduce  slightly.   On  the  8,960  acres  not  designated 
wilderness,  there  would  be  a  reduction  of  naturalness  and  opportunities 
for  solitide. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  51,350  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 

use.   Five  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open  for  ORV  use. 

Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  400  visits  would  be  expected 
annually  in  the  WSA. 

The  8,960  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to  the 
ORVs.  Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  100  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  recreational  ORV  use  in  the  designated 
wilderness. 

On  the  8,960  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  100  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  51,350  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   There  are  no  potential  mineral  or  energy  resources  in  this  area. 

All  lands  within  the  8,960  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  2,000 
acres  of  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  and  960  acres  of  moderate 
potential  for  metallic  minerals.   Development  of  these  resources  is  likely. 

Oil  and  gas  exploration  is  anticipated  at  a  rate  of  about  20  miles  of  seismic 
lines  per  year.   The  area  disturbed  would  be  about  30  acres  per  line.   The 
final  result  expected  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  with  about  50  acres 
of  disturbed  area  for  the  wells,  three  miles  (5  acres)  of  roads,  30  acres  for 
storage,  and  15  acres  of  load-out  facilities. 

Conclusion.   No  impact  to  minerals  development  would  occur. 
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Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  continue  to  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing  use. 
Five  spring  developments  would  be  maintained.   Six  miles  of  pipeline  would  be 
completed. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot  Be  Avoided 

On  the  51,350  acres  designated  wilderness,  there  will  be  no  unavoidable 
adverse  impacts. 

On  the  8,960  acres  designated  nonwilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
would  be  those  associated  with  energy  and  mineral  exploration  and 
development.   Some  of  these  impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful  examination  and 
mitigation  stipulations  in  the  approved  Notices  of  Intent  and  Plans  of 
Operation. 


Relationship  Between  Local  Short-Term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of  Long-Term  Productivity 

On  the  51,350  acres  designated  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected,  except  in  areas  of  valid  discoveries. 

On  the  8,960  acres  not  designated  wilderness,  all  present  uses  would 
continue.   Off-road  vehicle  use  and  energy  and  raining  exploration  and 
developments  would  reduce  the  wilderness  values. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  51,350  acres  designated  wilderness,  no  irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitments  of  wilderness  values  is  expected,  except  in  areas  of  valid 
discoveries. 

On  the  8,960  acres  designated  nonwilderness,  energy  and  mining  exploration  and 
development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of  wilderness  resources. 


Alternative  A  (All  Wilderness) 

Under  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  entire  59,560  acres  of  the  Blue 
Eagle  WSA  would  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
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The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  resulting  increases  in 
naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Six  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  be  closed.   Required  maintenance  would  be 
provided  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments  for  livestock  grazing 
management.   In  the  northeastern  portion  of  the  WSA  where  most  of  the 
facilities  are  concentrated,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  the  maintenance  would  be  concentrated 
in  a  relatively  small  area.   Six  miles  of  pipeline  would  be  completed  in  the 
WSA.   This  would  have  a  negligible  short-term  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness 
in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  pipeline  because  of  vegetation  disturbance. 
Within  three  years  of  construction,  vegetation  would  become  re-established  so 
that  the  disturbance  would  be  substantially  unnoticeable. 

One  cherrystem  road  extending  six  miles  into  the  WSA  and  fifteen  miles  of  ways 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This  action  would  eliminate 
approximately  670  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that  are  estimated  to  occur 
in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  slightly 
because  of  the  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and  because  visitors 
would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  and  primitive  recreation,  and 
the  supplemental  features  of  outstanding  sightseeing  in  a  diverse  geologic 
area  would  be  maintained  on  59,560  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   On  59,560  acres  of  the  WSA,  there  would  be  a  slight 
improvement  of  the  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude.   There  would  be  a  slight  decrease  in 
the  area's  naturalness  opportunities  in  the  northeastern  area  of  the  WSA. 


Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  59,560  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational 
ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  of  approximately  670  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore, 
recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding 
public  lands. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  59,560  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  670  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 
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Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  form  all  forms  of 
mineral  entry  and  mineral  leasing.   This  includes  2,000  acres  with  high 
potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources,  and  960  acres  with  moderate  potential  foi 
metallic  minerals. 

Although  this  WSA  has  mineral  leases,  it  is  anticipated  that  none  of  these 
would  be  developed.   Since  no  mineral  leases  could  be  established  after 
wilderness  designation,  the  potential  for  developing  a  small  producing  oil 
field  would  be  foregone  under  this  alternative. 

Conclusion.   Oil  and  gas  exploration  on  a  small  producing  oil  field  would 
be  foregone  on  59,560  acres. 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  managed  for  livestock  grazing  use.   Five  spring 
developments  would  be  maintained.   Six  miles  of  pipeline  would  be  completed. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or  construction. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction. 


Alternative  B  (Partial  Wilderness) 

Under  this  alternative,  59,350  acres  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  960  acres  would  be 
recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  protection  of 
wilderness  values  through  wilderness  designation  and  the  resulting  increases 
in  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

All  wilderness  values  on  the  59,350  acres  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  receive  the  special  legislative  protection  provided  by 
wilderness  designation.   The  areas  of  the  most  spectacular  scenery  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  naturalness  would  be 
retained. 
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Six  miles  of  cherrystem  road  would  be  closed.   Required  maintenance  will  be 
provided  for  the  existing  five  spring  developments  for  livestock  grazing 
management.   In  the  northeastern  portion  of  the  WSA  where  most  of  the 
facilities  are  concentrated,  there  would  be  a  slight  reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitude  because  the  maintenance  would  be  concentrated 
in  a  relatively  small  area.   Six  miles  of  pipeline  would  be  completed  in  the 
WSA.   This  would  have  a  negligible  short-term  effect  on  the  area's  naturalness 
in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  pipeline  because  of  vegetation  disturbance. 
Within  three  years  of  construction,  vegetation  would  become  re-established  so 
that  the  disturbance  would  be  substantially  unnoticeable. 

The  entire  designated  WSA,  cherrystem  road  extending  twelve  miles  into  the 
WSA,  and  six  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.   This 
action  would  eliminate  approximately  500  visits  of  recreational  ORV  use  that 
are  estimated  to  occur  in  the  area  at  present.   This  would  improve  the  area's 
naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  slightly  because  of  the  near  elimination  of  surface  disturbance  and 
because  visitors  would  not  encounter  or  hear  ORV  users  in  the  area. 

The  960  acres  not  designated  wilderness  would  be  open  for  recreational  ORV 
use.   Three  miles  of  ways  would  be  open  for  vehicle  use.   Recreational  ORV  use 
on  this  parcel  would  remain  below  100  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable 
future.   Oil  and  gas  exploration  is  anticipated  at  the  rate  of  about  20  miles 
of  seismic  lines  per  year.   The  area  disturbed  would  be  about  30  acres  per 
line.   The  final  result  expected  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  with 
about  50  acres  of  disturbed  area  for  the  wells,  roads,  storage,  and  load-out 
facilities.   This  would  reduce  the  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  solitude 
on  the  960  acres. 

Development  of  mineral  resources  would  not  affect  wilderness  values,  since  no 
mineral  development  is  expected. 

All  wilderness  values  would  be  maintained  on  all  59,350  acres  of  the  WSA. 
This  includes  the  area  of  spectacular  scenery,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation,  and  naturalness. 

Conclusion.   The  area's  naturalness  and  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  and  solitude  would  improve  slightly.   On  the  960 
acres  not  designated  wilderness,  there  would  be  a  reduction  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitide. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  59,350  acres  of  the  WSA  to  recreational  ORV 
use.   Recreational  vehicle  use  of  approximately  500  visits  would  be  eliminated 
annually  from  the  WSA.   Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreation  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.   Therefore,  recreational 
use  foregone  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 
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The  960  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness  would  remain  open  to  the 
ORVs .   Recreational  ORV  use  levels  would  increase  but  remain  under  100  visits 
annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  be  foregone  on  the  59,350  acres 
designated  wilderness  and  500  visits  would  be  foregone  annually. 

On  the  960  acres  of  the  WSA  not  designated  wilderness,  recreational  ORV 
use  would  continue  to  increase,  but  would  not  exceed  100  visits  annually 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  59,350  acres  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   This  includes  960  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals 
and  400  acres  of  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

All  lands  within  the  960  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.   All  potential 
mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development.   This  includes  960  acres 
with  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources.   The  development  of  a  small 
producing  oil  field  is  anticipated. 

Conclusion.   No  impacts  to  development  of  mineral  resources  would  occur. 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

All  grazing  facilities  could  be  maintained  as  they  are  now.   One  spring 
development  and  six  miles  of  pipeline  would  be  completed. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


Alternative  C  (No  Wilderness) 

Under  the  No  Wilderness  Alternative,  the  59,560  acres  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA 
would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  primary  impacts  under  this  alternative  relate  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  and  ORV  use  and  the  resulting  impacts  on  wilderness  values 
in  the  foreseeable  future. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  short-term  impact  of  this  action  would  be  important,  since  oil  and  gas 
development  activity  is  anticipated  if  area  is  not  designated  wilderness. 
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Oil  and  gas  exploration  is  anticipated  at  the  rate  of  about  20  miles  of 
seismic  lines  per  year.   The  area  disturbed  would  be  about  30  acres  per  line. 
The  final  result  expected  would  be  a  small  producing  oil  field  with  about  50 
acres  of  disturbed  area  for  the  wells,  roads,  storage,  and  load-out  facilities. 

Sights  and  sounds  from  Recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  have  an  adverse 

impact  on  solitude.   However,  this  impact  is  expected  to  be  slight  since  ORV 

use  is  estimated  to  be  less  than  670  visits  annually  and  is  expected  to  remain 
below  1,000  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  recreation  uses  would  increase  slightly,  but  would  remain  at  levels 
below  400  visits  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future.   This  increase  would  not 
significantly  impact  opportunities  for  solitude. 

One  spring  development  and  six  miles  of  pipeline  are  planned  in  the  WSA  and 
maintenance  activities  would  not  change.   Grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction  actions  would  not  affect  wilderness  values  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion.   The  Blue  Eagle  WSA's  wilderness  values  of  size,  naturalness, 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  lost. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  WSA  would  be  open  to  ORV  use.   Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  the 
670  visits  annually  over  the  foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  recreational  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry  and  mineral 
leasing.   All  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  development. 
This  includes  a  960  acres  with  moderate  favorability  for  occurrence  of 
metallic  minerals  and  a  2,0000  acres  with  high  favorability  for  oil  and  gas. 
Development  of  the  metallic  minerals  is  unlikely.   Notices  of  Intent  are 
expected  to  be  about  four  per  year.   Disturbed  area  is  expected  to  be  about  13 
acres  per  year. 

Development  of  oil  and  gas  is  likely.   It  is  anticipated  that  seismic  lines 
for  oil  and  gas  exploration  will  be  about  20  miles  per  year.   Disturbance  will 
probably  be  about  29  acres.   It  is  expected  a  small  producing  oil  field  may  be 
the  final  result  with  a  total  disturbed  area  of  50  acres  including  three  miles 
of  roads  (5  acres),  30  acres  of  storage,  and  15  acres  for  load-out  facilities. 

Because  all  potential  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there 
would  be  no  impact  to  development  of  potential  mineral  resources. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  development  of  mineral  resources 
in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  Blue  Eagle  WSA  would  be  managed  for  continued  livestock  grazing  use.   Five 
spring  developments  would  be  maintained,  one  spring  development  and  six  miles 
of  pipeline  planned  within  the  WSA  would  be  completed. 

Conclusion.   There  would  be  no  impact  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  or 
construction  in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA. 
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CHAPTER  5 

CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION  IN  DEVELOPING  THE  ALTERNATIVES 

Public  involvement  was  a  planned  and  integral  part  of  the  wilderness  study  in 
the  Tonopah  Resources  Area. 

The  Notice  of  Intent  to  Conduct  the  Wilderness  Study  in  the  Tonopah  Resource 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register,  Volume  46  Number  78,  on  April  23, 
1981.   The  public  was  notified  prior  to  public  participation  activities  during 
the  wilderness  study  through  newspapers  having  general  circulation  in  the  area 
and  through  letters  to  individuals  and  organizations  on  the  Tonopah  Resource 
Area  Wilderness  Study  mailing  list. 

Public  meetings  on  the  proposed  planning  issue  and  planning  criteria  were  held 
in  Tonopah,  Las  Vegas,  and  Reno,  Nevada  on  May  2,  4,  and  5,  1981, 
respectively.   The  proposed  planning  issue  and  planning  criteria  were  again 
submitted  for  public  review  on  August  1,  1981.   They  were  approved  and  adopted 
for  use  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  Wilderness  Study  in  September  1981. 

An  open  house  was  held  during  the  week  of  November  1-6,  1981,  at  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area  Office  to  develop,  with  the  public,  the  alternatives  to  be 
evaluated  in  the  environmental  impact  statement. 

The  permittees  who  graze  livestock  within  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  (WSAs) 
were  consulted  during  the  summer  of  1981.   All  range  facilities  within  the 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  being  proposed  for  development  under  the  Tonopah 
Individual  Experimental  Stewardship  Program  were  identified. 

Meetings  were  also  held  with  the  Nye  County  Planner,  Nye  County  Commissioners, 
the  Nevada  State  Clearinghouse,  and  the  Battle  Mountain  District  Multiple-Use 
Advisory  Council  during  1981  on  the  wilderness  study  process  in  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area. 

This  consultation  has  not  disclosed  any  inconsistencies  between  the 

designation  of  an  area  as  wilderness  and  the  officially  approved  and  adopted 

resource-related  plans  of  other  Federal  agencies,  State  and  local  governments, 
or  Indian  tribes. 

The  following  items  from  the  Nevada  State-Wide  Comprehensive  Outdoor 
Recreation  Plan  (SCORP)  and  the  Nye  County  General  Plan,  which  were  identified 
during  the  wilderness  study  process,  pertain  to  wilderness  designation. 

The  SCORP  states  on  page  2-5  that  "Unique  natural  and  scenic  areas  must  be 
managed  more  deliberately  to  offset  the  expanding  human  development  and  use  of 
lands  and  waters  that  have  accompanied  population  growth."   Under  discussion 
of  the  goals,  it  is  recommended  that,  "areas  with  potential  wilderness  area 
qualities  should  retain  a  high  priority  for  that  designation,  irrespective  of 
their  remoteness  from  urban  centers"  (SCORP,  page  8-6).   The  SCORP  supports 
the  designation  of  some  roadless  areas  as  wilderness  to  provide  primitive 
areas  for  the  recreational  demands  of  hunting,  fishing,  and  hiking,  as  well  as 
for  reasons  of  preservation  of  some  areas  in  a  natural  state  for  educational, 
scientific,  aesthetic,  wildlife,  watershed,  and  personal  pleasures. 
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The  Nye  County  General  Plan  states  on  page  48  that  "Open  space:   Perhaps  one 
of  the  more  important  'proposed'  land  use  zoning  categories  is  the  OS  (open 
space)  recommended  for  most  of  the  rural  county  areas.   This  classification 
permits  all  agricultural  uses,  wildlife  and  forest  preserves,  mining 
activities  and  certain  other  uses..."   On  pages  75  and  76  of  the  general  plan, 
it  states  "Primitive  Areas:   Much  of  the  recreation  program  in  Nye  County  as 
in  most  other  mid-Nevada  jurisdictions  should  be  focused  on  the  conscious 
preservation  of  open  space.   Nye  County  is  still  comparatively  untouched  and 
untraveled.   Much  of  the  back  country  is  still  inaccessible  except  by 
horseback.   These  vacant  areas  are  intended  to  balance  the  tendency  to 
urbanization  and  to  preserve  the  original  environment  so  as  to  permit 
continued  enjoyment  of  'native'  Nevada.   These  essentially  take  the  form  of 
wilderness  and  scenic  areas,  drainage  basins,  and  areas  of  historical  or 
cultural  significance.   Most  require  a  bare  minimum  of  maintenance  other  than 
a  policy  prohibition  of  any  development  which  would  change  their  intrinsic 
character.   Nye  County  has  many  such  areas,  varying  from  the  Upper  Reese  River 
to  several  vast  mountain  ranges  still  unbroken  by  enen  a  jeep  road." 
Specifically  mentioned  in  the  plan  is  a  discussion  on  Morey  Peak.   "Morey 
Mountain:   One  of  the  more  important  recreation  areas  lies  about  in  the  center 
of  Nye  County,  approximately  10  miles  north  of  U.S.  6.   This  recreation 
complex  includes  4-mile  and  6-mile  Canyons  with  their  historic  charcoal  kilns, 
plus  a  proposed  camp  site.   It  appears  as  a  major  feature  of  the  Nevada  State 
Park  Plan"  (Nye  County  General  Plan,  page  76). 

Comments  were  requested  from  the  following  agencies,  and  interest  groups: 

FEDERAL 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior 

Bureau  of  Mines 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Geological  Survey 

Minerals  Management  Service 

National  Park  Service 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 

Forest  Service 

Soil  Conservation  Service 
U.S.  Department  of  Transportation 

NEVADA  -  STATE  AGENCIES 

Office  of  the  Governor 
Nevada  State  Clearinghouse 

(25  copies  for  distribution  to  State  Agencies) 

NEVADA  -  LOCAL  AGENCIES 

Nye  County  Commissioners 
Nye  County  Planner 


214  - 


INDIAN  TRIBES 

Duckwater  Shoshone  Tribe 

UNIVERSITY  OF  NEVADA 

-Desert  Research  Institute 

-Max  C.  Fleishmann  College  of  Agriculture 

-Division  of  Agricultural  and  Resource  Economics 
-Division  of  Renewable  Natural  Resources 
-Nye  County  Exension  Agent 

-Makay  School  of  Mines 

-Nevada  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geology 

CONGRESSIONAL  REPRESENTATIVES 


Senator  Howard  Cannon 
Senator  Paul  Laxalt 
Congressman  James  Santini 

NEVADA  STATE  LEGISLATORS 

Richard  E.  Blakemore 
Kenneth  K.  Redelsperger 

OTHERS 

-American  Mining  Congress 

-Animal  Protection  Institute  of  America 

-Battle  Mountain  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Council 

-Citizens  for  Mining 

-Desert  Bighorn  Council 

-Friends  of  Nevada  Wilderness 

-Individuals  on  the  Tonopah  Wilderness  Study  Mailing  List 

-Institute  of  Ecology 

-International  Society  for  the  Protection  of  Mustangs  and  Burros 

-National  Rifle  Association  of  America 

-Nationwide  Forest  Planning  Clearinghouse 

-Natural  Resources  Defense  Council 

-Nevada  Cattlemen's  Association 

-Nevada  Miners  and  Prospectors  Association 

-Nevada  Representatives  on  the  BLM  National  Multiple-Use  Advisory  Council 

-Nevada  Wildlife  Federation 

-Permittees  who  graze  livestock  in  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas 

-Public  Lands  Council 

-Red  Rock  Audubon  Society 

-Sierra  Club,  Great  Basin  Group 

-Sierra  Club,  Las  Vegas  Group 

-The  American  Wilderness  Alliance 

-The  Nature  Conservancy 

-The  Wildlife  Society,  Nevada  Chapter 
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-Tonopah  Historical  Society 
-Western  Range  Service 
-Wilderness  Society 
-Wild  Horse  Organized  Assistance 
-Women  in  Mining 

Copies  of  this  final  environmental  impact  statement  will  be  available  for 
review  at  the  following  BLM  offices  and  public  libraries. 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  OFFICES 

Office  of  Public  Affairs,  BLM 
18th  and  C  Streets 
Washington,  D.C. 

Nevada  State  Office 
850  Harvard  Way 
Reno ,  Nevada 

Battle  Mountain  District  Office 
N.  2nd  and  Scott  Streets 
Battle  Mountain,  Nevada 

Battle  Mountain  District 
Tonopah  Resource  Area  Office 
Building  102  Military  Circle 
Tonopah,  Nevada 

Carson  City  District  Office 
1535  Hot  Springs  Road,  Suite  300 
Carson  City,  Nevada 

Elko  District  Office 
2002  Idaho  Street 
Elko,  Nevada 

Ely  District  Office 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada 

Las  Vegas  District  Office 
4765  West  Vegas  Drive 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada 

Las  Vegas  District  Office 
Caliente  Resource  Area  Office 
Caliente,  Nevada 

Winnemucca  District  Office 
705  East  4th  Street 
Winnemucca,  Nevada 
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PUBLIC  LIBRARIES 

Clark  County  Library 
1401  East  Flamingo  Road 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada 

James  R.  Dickinson  Library 

Documents  Department 

University  of  Nevada  at  Las  Vegas 

4505  Maryland  Parkway 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada 

Getchell  Library 

Government  Publications  Department 
University  of  Nevada  at  Reno 
Reno ,  Nevada 

Lander  County  Library 
Battle  Mountain,  Nevada 

Nevada  State  Library 
Documents  Department 
Library  Building 
Carson  City,  Nevada 

Tonopah  Public  Library 
Tonopah,  Nevada 

Washoe  County  Library 
301  South  Center  Street 
Reno,  Nevada 

White  Pine  County  Library 
Courthouse  Plaza 
Ely,  Nevada 
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CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION  IN  DEVELOPING  REVIEWING 
THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

A  90-day  public  comment  period  (April  9  to  July  9,  1982)  began  subsequent  to 
filing  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.   The  public  review  was  scheduled  to  provide  concerned 
agencies  and  publics  the  opportunity  to  review  the  draft  environmental  impact 
statement . 

The  draft  environmental  impact  statement  was  filed  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  on  April  9,  1982.   A  BLM  notice  announcing  the  availability 
of  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  was  published  in  the  April  21, 
1982  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (Vol.  47,  No.  77).   This  notice  announced 
that  the  review  period  ended  on  July  9,  1982,  and  included  notification  of 
public  hearings  in  Tonopah  and  Reno,  Nevada.   After  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  was  filed  with  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  over  400 
copies  were  distributed  to  reviewing  agencies,  elected  officials,  and 
interested  publics.   The  times  and  locations  of  the  scheduled  public  hearings 
was  included  in  a  cover  letter.   Reading  copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  were  distributed  to  public  libraries  and  BLM  offices  in 
Nevada.   News  releases  were  issued  from  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  Office  and 
the  Nevada  State  Office  to  local  and  regional  news  media. 

PUBLIC  REVIEW  AND  HEARINGS 

Two  public  hearings  were  held  during  the  public  review  period  on  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement.   Oral  statements  were  presented  by  5  people  at 
the  first  hearing  in  Tonopah,  Nevada  on  June  5,  1982,  and  by  25  people  at  the 
second  and  last  hearing  in  Reno,  Nevada  on  June  7,  1982. 

Transcripts  of  the  public  hearings  are  available  for  inspection  at  the 
following  BLM  offices: 

Tonopah  Resource  Area  Office,  Military  Circle,  Building  103,  Tonopah,  Nevada; 
Battle  Mountain  District  Office,  North  2nd  and  South  Scott  Streets,  Battle 
Mountain,  Nevada;  Nevada  State  Office,  850  Harvard  Way,  Reno,  Nevada;  and  the 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  18th  and  C  Streets,  Washington,  D.C. 

A  total  of  57  written  comments  were  received  during  the  public  review  period 
on  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement. 

All  letters  and  testimony  were  reviewed  to  determine  if  they  met  the  required 
criteria  for  response,  i.e.,  discussion  of  the  adequacy  of  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement.   Substantive  comments  which  presented  new 
data,  questioned  facts  and/or  analyses,  or  commented  on  issues  bearing 
directly  on  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  or  the  environmental 
impacts  of  the  alternatives  were  fully  evaluated  and  given  responses.   Changes 
or  additions  to  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  have  been 
incorporated  into  this  final  statement. 
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LIST  OF  PREPARERS 

Diane  Colcord,  Cartography  B.S.  Art  Education,  20  years  BLM 

Linda  Hansen,  A. A.  Social  Science,  6  years  BLM 

Calvin  McKinlay,  Natural  Resource  Specialist,  B.S.  Agronomy,  7  years  BLM 

Nadine  McKinlay,  Word  Processor  Operator,  6  years  BLM 

David  Squires,  Natural  Resource  Specialist,  B.S.  Wildlife  Management,  8  years 
BLM 

Victor  Ross,  Mining  Engineer,  B.S.  Mining  Engineering,  8  years  BLM 
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INDEX  TO  COMMENT  LETTERS 

All  of  the  letters  received  during  the  public  comment  period  have  been 
reprinted  in  this  final  environmental  impact  statement.   In  addition,  excerpts 
from  the  public  hearings  record  which  required  responses  have  also  been 
reprinted.   The  numbers  which  appear  next  to  the  individual's  name  correspond 
to  the  number  assigned  to  the  reprinted  public  comment. 
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LIST   OF    COMMENTORS 


LETTER  No.  NAME 


1.  U.S.    Environmental  Protection   Agency 

2.  USDI,    National   Park  Service 

3.  USDI,    Bureau  of  Mines 

4.  USDI,    Geological   Survey 

5.  USDI,    Bureau  of   Indian   Affairs 

6.  USDI,    Fish    and  Wildlife   Service 

7.  Department    of    the   Air   Force 

8.  Nye    County 

9.  Courtney   Smith 

10.  Department   of   Health    &  Human   Services 

11.  State   of   Nevada,    Clearinghouse 

12.  Minerals   Exploration    Coalition 

13.  Charles   Neel 

14.  John   E.    Hiner 

15.  R.    T.    Forest 

16.  John  Hart 

17.  NORANDA 

18.  Fred  R.    Fugo 

19.  E.    A.   Hollingsworth 

20.  Sierra  Pacific  Power   Co. 

21.  Nevada   Cattlemen's   Association 

22.  Al   Richards 

2  3.  Evangeline   Schon 

2  4.  Jo   Ann  Peden 

25.  Nevada  Outdoor    Recreation   Association 

26.  Citizens    for  Mining 
2  7.  Lane   Simonian 

28.  George   Early 

29.  GARRATT   Geoservices 

30.  Daryl   Romeyn 

31.  Dennis    Ghiglieri 

32.  Rose    Strickland 

33.  Gordon  L.,  Pine 

34.  Marcelene   Varney 

35.  Canorex  International,    Inc. 

36.  Terry  Kien 

37.  Kappes ,  Cassiday  &  Associates 

38.  Ann  Hibbs 

39.  A.  J.  Stevens 

40.  John  R.  Swanson 

41.  American  Wilderness  Alliance 

42.  Nevada  Resources,  Inc. 

43.  Freeport 

44.  Freeport 
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Letter  No.  Name 


45.  Sierra   Club,    Toiyabe    Chapter 

46.  CONOCO 

47.  Rose   Strickland 

48.  ARCO 

49.  Ruth    C.    Douglas 

50.  Jesus    Christo/David  Gregory 

51.  Glenn  Miller 

52.  Tina  Nappe 

53.  Jean   Diamond 

54.  Marjorie   Sill 

55.  Betty  Hulse 

56.  Diane   Nassir 

USDI,    Bureau  of   Reclamation"* 


TESTIMONY 

57.  Merle   Richard 

5  8.  Ross   Smith 

59.  Warren   Richardson 

60.  Curtis   Spaulding 

61.  Mike    Del   Grosso 

62.  Bob  Warren 

6  3.  Doug   Mc Gibbon 


**  Received    too   late    to  be   included  in  other   USDI    comment  letters. 
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Comment  Letter  1 


Comment  Letter  1 


iv. 

00 


im) 


JNITED  STATES  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

REGION  IX 

216  Frnmont  Street 

S«n  Francisco.  Ce   9*106 


m  8     S982 


Mr.  Edward  P.  Spang 
State  Director,  Hevada 
Bureau  of  Land  Hanageeent 
P.O.  Bom  12000 
300  Booth  Street 
Reno,  NV  89520 

Dear  H' .    Spang  t 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  has  received 
an-*  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS) 
titled  T0N0PAB  PRELIMINARY  WILDERNESS  RECOMMENDATIONS. 

EPA'a  consent!  on  the  DEIS  have  been  classified  as 
Category  LC-2.   Definition*  of  the  categoriee  are  provided  by 
the  encloBire.   The  claaslf ication  and  tha  date  of  the  SPA'e 
comments  wl'.l  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  in  accord- 
ance with  our  responsibility  to  inform  the  public  of  our 
w;rwa  on  proposed  federal  actions  under  Section  309  of  the 
Clean  Air  Ait.   Our  procedure  is  to  categoriie  our  comments 
on  both  tne  environmental  consequences  of  the  proposed  action 
and  the  adequacy  of  the  environmental  statement, 

EPA  depreciates  tha  opportunity  to  comment  on  this 
P  IS  and  requests  two  copies  of  ths  Final  Environmental 
iipect  Statement  when  available. 

It  you  have  any  questions  regarding  our  comments,  pleass 
-on tact  Loretta  Kahn  Barssmlan,  Chief,  BIS  Review  Section,  at 
415)  974-8188  or  PTS  454-8186. 

Sincerely  youra , 

John  Wise 
Acting  Director 
Office  of  Policy,  Technical 
and  Resources  Management 

Attachments  (2) 


J 

gut* 
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Water  Quality  Conuaents 

The  DEIS  notes  that  "watersheds  within  the  areas  recommended 
as  nonnuitable  for  wilderness  designation,  including  six 
wateraheda  with  high  erosion  potential,  would  not  be  afforded 
the  long-term  resource  protection  wilderness  designation 
would  provide."   The  statement  seems  to  imply  that  these 
are  unavoidable  environmental  consequences  of  a  non-wilderness 
designation.   Although  specific  project  decisions  are  not 
being  made  in  this  EIS,  the  final  BIS  must  clarify  what 
mitigation  practices  or  procedures  would  be  required  if 
projects  on  non-wilderness  lands  are  likely   to  disturb 
these  high-eroslon-potential  watersheds. 

The  DEIS  does  not  discuss  whether  groundwater  impacts  are 
likely  or  not.  Since  a  wHderneas/non-wlldernesa  decision 
affects  future  land  usee  (such  as  mineral  exploration) ,  any 
potential  groundwater  Impacts  and  mitigation  measures 
should  be  included. 


Comment  Letter    1 


Response  Letter  1 


to 


LIS-  CKH&Cftf  cpoes 

Divironflnntal    Impact  of  the  Action, 

U>— Lack  of  Objections 

EPA  has  no  objection  to  the  proposed  action  as  described  in  tha  droit  inpact  statement] 
or  suggests  only  minor  changes  in  tha  proposed  action. 

fc»—  Environmental  Reservations 

EPA  has  reservations  conoarnlng  tha  environmental  effects  of  certain  aspects  of 
the  proposed  action.      EPA  believes  that  further  study  of  suggested  alternatives 
or  jrcdifi  cations  is  required  and  has  asked  the  originating  Federal  agency  to 
reassess  these  aspects. 

EU — En vironmen tally  Unsatisfactory 

EPA  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory  because  of  its  potentially 
harmful  effect  on  the  environment.      Furthermore,    the  Agency  believes  that  tha 
potential  safeguards  wnich  Euyht  be  utilized  nay  not  adequately  protect  the 
environment  frem  hazards  arising  from  this  action.      Ire  Agency  reocmmends  that 
alternatives  to  tha  action  be  analyzed  further    (including  the  possibility  of 
no  action  at  all) . 

Adequacy  of  the  Impact  Statement 

Category  1— Adequate 

Tha  draft,  impact  Btatemant  adequately  sets  forth  the  environmental  impact  of 
tlie  proposed  project  or  action  .as  wall  as  alternatives  reasonably  available 
to  the  project  or  action. 

Category  2— Insufficient  Information 

ETA  believes  that  the  draft  inpact  statement  does  not  contain  sufficient 
information  to  assess  fully  the  environmental  inpact  of  the  proposed  project 
or  action.      However,    from  the  information  submitted,    the  Agency  is  able  to 
make  a  preliminary  determination  of  the  impact  on  the  environment.     EPA  has 
requested  that  the  originator  provide  the  information  that  was  not  included 
in  the  draft  statement. 

Category  3 — Inadequate 

EPA  believes  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does  not  adequately  assess  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  proposed  project  or  action,  or  that  the  statefrant 
inadequately  analyzes  reasonably  available  alternatives.     The  Agency  has 
requested  more  information  and  analysis  concerning  the  potential  environmental 
hazards  and  has  asked  that  substantial  revision  be  made  to  the  impact 
statemant. 

Xf  °u?ra£t  il1vact  Btatement  *•»  assigned  a  Category  3,  no  rating  will  be  made 
of  the  project  or  action,  since  a  basis  dees  not  generally  exist  on  which  to 
sake  such  a  determination. 


Tha    Impact    on    high    erosion    potential   watersheds    it    an    laaua    analyzed 
In   ttie    final  EIS   in   the   South   Revel  lie   USA.      Tttlu   watershed  1b    the  only 
one   where   activity   1b  expected   in    the    foreseeable    future. 

All    requests    for   activities   on   other  public   lands    are    reviewed   through 
environmental   assessment   or  environmental   impact   statement    to    determine 
tha    anticipated   impact    on    each    resource,    including   erosion.       Mitigating 
measures   are   included   in    these   plana,    and   specifications    for   reducing  or 
eliminating   any   adverse   impacts  wliere   possible.      Activities    that   cannot 
be   satisfactorily   mitigated  may   be    refused   at    the   discretion  of    the 
authorized   official. 

It  is   anticipated    there   will   be    little,    if   any,    ground  water   iirpact  a   In 
areas    where    no  perennial  a  t reams    exist    and    the    annual    precipitation    la    lav. 


Comment  Letter     2 


Response  Letter     2 


United  States  Peparrrnept  of  the  Interior 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

WESTERN  REGION 

«)0  GOLDEN  GATE  AVENUE.  BOX  IfiOil 

SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94101 


to 


L7617  (WR-RHI) 
July  2,  1982 


Hr.  Lealle  A.  Honroe 

Tonopah  Resources  Area  Hanager 

Bureau  of  Lead  Management 

Building  102  Military  Circle,  P.O.  Box  911 

Tonopah,  Nevada  89049 

Dear  Hr.  Monroe: 

The  National  F.rk  Service  he.  concluded  it.  review  of  the  Tonopah  Pr.llmln.ry 
Wlld.meea  Recommendations  Dre£t  Environ..  DUl  Impact  Stat.rn.nt  and  offers  the 
following   coementa. 

Ue   nit.   that   page      3-6  of   the  document   correctly    ldentlflea   Lunar   Crater   as  a 
designated  national  natural   Landmark   loc.c.d  within   the     P.ll.ade  Mesa  Ulld.ra... 
Study  Area.      However,    the  DEIS   does   not   ldenclfy    the   Hot   Creek  Range  which   1.   > 
2—  1      potential   landmark.      Thla   84,700   acre   landmark  which   la   located   In   the  Moray/ 
Fandango   Wilderness   Study  Area   contains   all   the   major   ecosyate.  typ.a    typical 
of   the  Greet   Baain   ranges    (see   sttsched  brief   and  map). 

The  national   Park  Service  supports   the   preferred   alternative  which  would  provide 
for  management   of   these   areas   to   protect    the    lmportsnt   landmark  values   of 
these   sreaa. 


-1      The   proposed  Hot   Creak  National   Landmark   has    been   Identified  sad  is 
discussed  In   Chapter  Three   of   the   final  E15. 


Howard    H.    Chapman 

Regional    Director,    Ueutern   Region 


Ej,cloBurea 
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ho 
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Natural  Landmark   Brl.f 
Bot  era.*   Rang.,   By.   County,    K.v.da. 


D..crlptlon.      Th.   Hot  Cr.ak  «.»,.   1.   loc.t.d   In  cntr.l  H.,.d«,    95   to   (60 
^  '    °°"h""   of  Tonopah,   N.v.da.      Th.  Lanark   .r-   1.   In  th. 
north   h.lf  of   th.   Bot   cr.rt   Ran,,   .no   d..c,ll>..  .»   lrr.,ul.,l,-.h.p.d 
.quar.    .pproxl-t.ly   34,200    h.    (B4.700    .or..),    in    .1...      Th.    ran,. 
tr.nd.    north-.outh   and   1.    .    f.nlt   Mock   dcinatod    by    hor.y    P..k 
(.l.v.tlon   3,, 23  -,0,2.6   ,..t).    Hor„  p.rt   ,,   c„t.c.d  on   ,   „14„. 
•  pproxl^t.ly    19  k»   112  .11..)    vld.   by   32   to   (20   .11..)    Ion,. 

V.g.tatlon   u   lcr  .l.v.tlon.   1.  do«ln.t.d  by  plnyon-)unlp.r  «oodl«nd 
}'    ""*   »°"°pbyl'-Jinlp.ru.    oataoap.rra)    .nd  a,,l-luf   mahogany 
[c.rcoc.rpu.    l.dlfollu.),   uku.   U»b.r  pin.   (Pino,   fl.klli.)    ,„d 
brl.tl.oon.  pin.   <p^  Ion,..,.)   donln.ta   .t  hlgh.r  .l.v.tlon..      Th. 
•r..   1.   rich   In  avifaun.,   with  raptor,  .nd  Mill   non-gaa»   ap.cl.a 
b.lng   ..pacl.lly  Duuroii, 


3.      Osrnjr,      0.3.   Gov.rn..„t,   *l.lil„rt  by   th.  Bur.au  of   I^nd  N.nag«..nt, 
.nd  Prlv.t.. 

«.      Propoa.d  hj!      V.™.  >.    totlPi,   ,t   .!„   .,„v,„u        „,  Hltutll  u 
of   th.  Gr..t  Benin",    1975. 

5.      alanlflc.nc.,      Th.  Hot   Ct.mt.   R.n,.  1.  .   typlc.l  .ountaln   rang,  of 

th.    c.ntr.l   p.rt    of    th.  Graat   Ba.ln,    .nd    1.    r.pr...nt.tlv.  of    th. 
riorl.tlc   tr.n.ltton  b.tw..n   th.   81. rr..  to  th.  w.at   .nd   th.   Color.do 
Pl.t..o    .nd    Rocky   Kount.in.    to   th.   ...t,     It    .ho.,    .vld.no.   of    th. 
Mojav.   Caart/Graat  Basin   gradation 
th.n   th.  mountains    to   th.   north 


.  with  a   hlgh.r   flor.l   d.n.lty 
or  south.      Sp.clflo.lly,    th.   ar.a 
Contain.  .11   «.j0r   .coayst..  typ.a   fro.   .h.d.c.l.   to  bor..l    for..t 
»lth    liilun    ".alanda"    of    r.llct    .rctlc 


plus    .    good 


population    of    brl.tl.con.   pin.   and    a    l«8.    w.t   ne.doH.      Geologically 
th.   Hot    Cr«k    R.ng.    i,    typical    of   «iddl.    Gr.at   Ba.in    rang.,   with 
f.ult.d    border,    and  .urroundlng   brood   bajad...    m    addition,    Morey    P.. 
*nd   adjacent   ar.au    to  th.  w.at    ere  part   or    ■    c.l< 
■in.ral    eult.a    around    it.  margin.      Th.   country   t 


cald.ra 


of   th.   c«ld.r. 
.action. 


Horoy    Peak 
lth    int.r.etlng 
.       ock    ar*.    to   th.    couth 
ohovn  th.   nonaal,    but   faulted,    Pal.o«olc  rock 


6.  Land  05.,      r.i,Mtock   gra.ing  on  low   .lope.,    mmm  -ining. 

7.  Dang.ra    to    integrity.       Bon.    know . 
Won.   known . 


8.      Sp.clal    condition.. 


' f  I,    $  **.         ""°a  *■■"<*.   Unlv.r.lty  of  K.v.d.,    L..   V.,..,    J.   I.ith 

Rlgby      Brlgha.    young  Unlv.r.lty,    H.ll    I.    ».»t,    Utah    .tat.    Unlv.r.lty, 
•nd  John   R.    (ftlbank.,    unlv.r.lty  of  H.v.da,   L«.   v.g... 
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United  States  Department  of  th^,Ii)terfc>iiv;;,: 


BUREAU  OF  MINES 

lilo  OCT  -6    tl\  lft  id 

ONb  LtNltK  U       'III    IU-     II 


WtSlfc  KN  tit  I  D  OftRA  II 

tASl     3tiU   3RDA\fcMJh 
bfOKANt,  WASHINGTON   y'J^u: 


li.'J 


October  3,   1986 


Memorandum 

To:  Terry  L.   Plummer,   District  Manager--Battle  Mountain   District  Office, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,   Battle  Mountain,   Nevada 

From:  Superv1sor--M1neral  s    Involvement   Section,  Branch  of  Engineering 

Studies 

Subject:     Draft  Tonopah  Wilderness   Recommendations   Environmental    Impact 
Statement    (EIS),    Your  Reference  No.  8500    (NV-063.11) 

Me  have  reviewed  the  subject  draft   EIS  for  mineral    considerations  and  found 
it  to  be  adequate.     We  have  no  further  comment. 

D'Arcf-P.  Banlstir" 


UnitednS|Ut£s  Department  of  the  Interior 

'a'.OKdBLoGRAl-  SURVbY 
i,V,   fin    "i  RLSTUN.VA    220V2 

'*•"  "n  -3    /IH  If-  sa 


In    Kejil*    Refer    10: 
HGb-M.aM    Stop  423 


OCT  27  1986 


Memorandum 

To:  Bureau  of  Land  Management,    battle   Mountain,    Nevada 

From:  Chief,   Environmental    Affairs   Program,   Reston,    Virginia 

Subject;      Review  of  draft   Tonapah   Preliminary  Wilderness   Recommendation/ 
Environmental    Statement 

He   have   reviewed  the  statement  as   requested   In  your   letter  of   September  26. 

We    find  that  we  have   no  comment   to  make. 

CI  I  fford  A.    Haupt 

Routing  Urt    BMDO 


Into,    Aw.    Inn-    THU 

$£m. 

Op. 

Adm 

i/I 

m* 

□         CMttfrUe 

D      U*™* 

D      Torn 

BamMta 
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OO 


Branch  of  Realty 
(702)  738-5165 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 
BUREAU  OK  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 

EASTERN  NEVADA  AGENCY 

P.  0.  BOX  28 

Elko,  Nevad*   39801 


October    21,     1986 


Routing  Uat    BMOO 
Into,     Act.     Inll.     Tttl* 

_^£M_ 


J-C 


.  Adm 
.  S/E 
.  TRA 


O       CwMralRle 
□       L*r«Y 
D       Tow 
Remarks: 


Terry  L.  Plummer,  District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Battle  Mountain  District  Office 

Attention i     Cal  McKinnley 

2nd  fc  Scott  Street 

P.O.  Box  14  20 

Battle  Mountain,  Nevada   B9820 

Subject^   Draft  Tonopah  Preliminary  wilderness  Recommendations 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS) 

Dear  Mr.  Plummer: 


Pursuant  to  your  request,  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Eastern  Nevada 
Agency  has  reviewed  the  Draft  Tonopah  Preliminary  WilderneBS  Recommendations 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  have  determined  it  to  basically  address 
all  areas  of  concern  adequately.   Therefore,  our  Office  finds  the  Bubject 
draft  statement  to  be  acceptable. 


Acting  Superintendent 


Jtlitt. 


WtiU^ftpffis  Department  of  the  Interior 


BiS  bci 


fin 


22 1  'JiM  and  wii.Dunc  suRvict: 

,    .       'great'Obasin  complex 

Wj,if':  '   -  «6PQ  Kietzke  Lane,  Bldg.  C 
'.'  .'Fens,  Nevada  89502 


October  20,  1986 


Memorandum 

D      U-rery 

To:  District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Battle  Mountain, 

Nevada  D      Tom 


Routing  Usl     BMDC 

Info. 

Act.     InH.     Tl 

-*-- 

-w* 



„_._  As 

_A__ 

S. 

— — 

_____  IT 

D 

CaneraiFtt. 

From; 


Complex  Manager,   Reno,  Nevada 


Rsmorfe): 


Subject:   Draft  Tonopah  Preliminary  Wilderness  Recommendations 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

We  have  no  comment  on  the  subject  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment. 


lyAtLM,  \\ 


U/ftA 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 


««•       DRSKP  *    *»■*    "■■ 

mm      public   Hearing    -  WildorneaB  Study  lIMi 

to      Bureau  of    Land   Management 
P.    0.    lax    911 
Tonopah,    HV  89M9 

1.  To   begin   with,    wa   would    like  to    point  out    that   Nellia  AFB    fully    support! 
tha   goal*  of    the  Hilderaaae  Act  of    196*.      Bowwver,    wa  «»  llM  committed   to 
cartnln   requirements  that   at  a  crucial    to    providing    training    for  aircrews  of 
tba    free  world's   forces,      tfa   baliava   the  goals  of    the  Wilderness  Act  and 
aircrew  training  are  compatible,    aod   can  be  accommodated    on    tba  seme   piece 
of    ground   and    in   the  airspace  above    Lt. 

2.  In   reviewing    the  BLH's  Final   Wilderness  Hanagcaent   Policy,    wa  ware  grati- 
fied   to   notice  that    it    recognizee  the  need    for    essential    military   training 
missions  over    wilderness  areas.      We  consider  use  of    the  slrspaca  above 
wilderness  areas  ae   aeeentlal   to   national   defense.      Training  of   our   aircrews 
In  a    simulated   combat    environment   using  realistic    tactics   provides   them  a 
definite  advantage  over  any  future  advareary. 

3,1  Our    immediate  and  major   concern    la    that    no    proviaioo   was  made   for    email 
communication   sites   that   wa  consider    essential    to   our    training  ■leeion.      Among 
thsea  are   Bangs  Measurement   System   (8LHS)    and   Air    Combat   Kaneuvering   Instrumenta- 
tion   (ACM1)    sitae.      These  are   email,    unobtrusive  places   of   equipment    with 
maximum  dimensions   of    8'    x   6'    x    LO'    high.      They  ere    solar    powered,    eelf- 
cootalned,    and   usually    installed    on  mountain   topa  using   helicopters  for    tha 
lnatalletlon  and   maintenance  of    tha    equipment,    with  minimum  disturbance  of 
tha   environment.      Maintenance  usually  consists  of   one   trip   pax  month  with  a 
duration  of   one  hour   at    tha  site. 

4,  It  la  intereetlng  to  note  that  presently  there  are  seven  ACK1  altaa  on  tha 
Desert  National  Wildliia  Range  which  La  administered  aa  a  da  facto  wilderness 
by   tba   Fish  and  Wildlife   Service. 

5.  We   would    Ilka    to    point   out    that    tha  need    for    sites    such  as  these   was 
established    by   HQ  USAF  during    the    public   comment    period;    and    we  wish   to    ent*r 
Into   tha  record    a    copy  of   a   letter    from  Mr.    Barry  P.    Rietman,    Aaaoclata 
Director,    Directorate   of    Engineering   end    Services,    Headquarters,       United    States 
Air    Force,    to  Mr.    Edward    L.    Hastey,    Acting  Director,    Bureau   of    Land  Maoagasant, 
dated    26  March   1981.      In  addition,    I   would   lika   to    enter    Into   tha   record    photo  a 
of    BUS    and    ACMI 


1    Atch 

HQ  USAF   Ltr,    26  Mar   81,    and 


cz/\tadi.nxxi   ti   out    \j\ojni-loa 


NYE 

COUNTY 


DtPART MINI    Of    PlANNjN C 
THOMAS   H     IKOITIR 


KOlitKI     L     HANKS 
/Milium   Plsnnei 


July  9,  19B2 


Mr .  Lea  Monroe 

Tonopah  Resource  Area  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Military  Circle,  Building  102 

P.  0.  Box  911 

Tonopah,  NV   89049 


Re  : 


Tonopah  Prel iminary  Wilderness  Recommendations i 
D.E.I.S.  dated  April  9,  1982 


Dear  Leai 

The  Nye  County  Department  of  Planning  has  reviewed  the 
■Tonopah  Preliminary  Wilderness  Recommendations i   D.E.I.S." 
and  has  presented  its  findings  to  the  Nye  County  Board  of 
Commissioners.   At  their  July  7th  meeting,  agreement  was 
achieved  on  this  text .   This  response  is  intended  to  assist 
the  U.  S.  Department  of  the  Interior/BLM  in  ongoing  planning 
and  environmental  analysis  of  a  number  of  selected  study 
'areas,  all  located  within  Nye  County,  Nevada,  for  possible 
inclusion  within  the  National  wilderness  System. 

We  Bhould  state  that  we  are  not  oppoaed  In  principal  to 
wilderness  land  area  "set  asides".   When  viewing  all  the 
proposals  being  considered. . .fair  consideration  of  these 
proposals  cannot  be  given  on  the  basis  of  this  report  due 
to  its  conceptual  nature .   Our  statements  reflect  the  bel ief 
that  additional  study  will  be  undertaken  and  that  changes 
within  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  designations  will  occur. 
Thus ,  being  "opposed"  or  "not  opposed"  (see  page  4 ,  this 
letter)  reflects  viewpoints  on  specific  issues  as  presented. 
Whether  wilderness  designations  ought  to  receive  continued 
consideration  under  varying  alternatives  will  evolve  from 
this  review  process. 

GENERAL  STATEMENT 

Throughout  the  report  an  underlying  theme  emerges  which  can 
only  be  interpreted  aB  some  notion  that  the  "encroachment 
by  man"  into  and  upon  these  remote  land  areas  will  cause  a 
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8-1 


8-2 


8-3 


8-4 


8-5 


Mr  .  Lea  Honruu  , 
Be i  Tonopah  D. 
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M.S. 


Response 


number   of    "values'    to   be    lost 


as    a   National    resource . 


Documentation    as    to  what  constitutes    "encroachment   by   man" 
is   not   adequate. 

No    actual    measure   of    man's   entrance    into    and   confrontation 
with    established    -use    thresholds"    with   these    lands   has   been 
determined.      Questions    still    to  be   answered   concern   the 
relative    level    of    significance   of    designating    these    "study 
areas"    Cor   wilderness   of    National    value.      We   believe    there 
to    be    no    current,    anticipated  or    future    encroachments    by 
development;    thus    the   premise    is    fallacious    that    if    action 
is    not  taken    soon,    that    all   will    be    lost. 

Specific    corrective  management   actions   could   be   undertaken 
by    the    BLM  in   most    study    areas    to   accomplish    identified  goalB 
without    the    additional    requirement    of    totally    limiting   ongoing 
activities    within    these    designated   areas,    auch   as    for    future 
mineral    exploration.       Thus    realistic    alternative   actions 
have    not   been    presented. 

There    is   a   question   as    to  whether    these   areas,    when  viewed 
on    their    relative  merits,    warrant    inclusion  within  a    National 
Wilderness   System  at    allj    again,    are   the    features   unique    and 
significant    enough    to  warrant    inclusion    in    the    program  while 
being   viewed   with    those   of    other  comparable   study   areas? 

No    "integration"    of    analysis    has   been   presented  of    U.S. 
Department  of    Interior/Forest   Service    lands    located  in    prox- 
imity   to    some  of    these   BLM  Wilderness    study    areas.       Con- 
sideration of    their   possible    "combined-withdrawal"    has    not 
c.een    presented.      All    statistics    and    land    areas    to  be    evaluated 
should    include    those   under   Forest  Service    jurisdiction.      The 
manner    in   which    acreage    figures   are    protrayed    in    the   BLM/ 
Tonopah    report    is  misleading    and    is    described    in    favor   of 
the    agency.       It,    however,    ia    not  a    true   and  accurate   portrayal 
of   circumstances   "on  the  ground" . 

Nye  County  adopted   a   Haster    Plan   in    1971.      No   reference    or 
review  of   County   goals   and   objectives  has  presented.      The 
identification   of   probable   adverse   impacts   Bhould  be  presented. 

ISSUES    OF   CONCERN 

A.        PUBLIC    DEMAND    FOR    WILDERNESS 

Believe    there    to   be    an   unsubstatiated  and    unquantified   demand 
by    the    general    public    for    "Wilderness    Features"    within    the 
Nevada    Great   Basin.      Adverse    impacts   may  be    created    on    tourism, 
recreational    sports,    etc.      Document    the    scale  of    social/community 
related    impacts. 


ti-\      Anticipated  ln^acts    to  wlldatiiasa    values    analyzed    in    this    dOOtfpnt    are 
baaed   on   projection    (or    development    that   logically    could  occur  within 
the    foreseeable    futon.       An    analyaia    of    axlating    development   and  p«[ 
history  of    interest   in    the    area  wars   uaed   in.  determining  where    these 
impacts   night   occur. 

8-2     Although    the   Wilderness   Act  ia   aimed  at   "preservation"   of    resource   values, 
it  la   not   a   lock-up   of   public   lands.       The  Wilde  mess  Management   Policy, 
which  will   be    the    ruling   authority    for    designated  wilderness    areas,    outlines 
guidelines    for    the    continuation    of    many    uses    which  occur   now    under    FLPMA 
(i.e.,      livestock   grazing,    fish   and  wildlife    development  and  use,    outdoor 
recreation,    and  even   mineral  exploration   and   development).      In    the   Inven- 
tory  process,    conflicting   uses   were   considered   In    determining  areas    to 
be    recommended  suitable   for   study.      Moat  of    theae   conflicts   were 
eliminated   before    the   study   process   was    complete.      Other  effects   of 
designation   are    analyzed   in    this    document.       Effects   of  other   uses   en 
the   values    of   naturalness,    solitude,    and  primitive   and   unconfined   types 
of   recreation   are   slao  analyzed.      Congress,    through    the   evaluation   of 
these   effects,  will   make    the    final   determination   of  what  is    the   best  us« 
of   the   public   lands. 

8-3     Each  wilderness   study   area    (WSA)    must   be   evaluated  on   ita   own   merits 

and  whether  It  meets  the  wilderness  criteria.  It  wss  date  rained  during 
the  inventory  process  that  each  of  the  WSAa  In  the  Tonopah  Baaourca  Area 
met    the    criteria. 

8-4      Hie    only    lands   evaluated    in    the    Tonopah    Resource    Area    ara    those    public 

lands   under   admlniet ration   of    the  BLM.      However,   during   th*   Inventory  and 
study    phases,    such    factors    as    diversity,    ecosystems    present,    distance    to 
metropolitan   areas,    other   geologic   features,    as  well  as   other   areas 
administratively   endoread   for  wilderness   designation   ara    considered. 

8-5      Please    refer   to    the   Consultation   and   Coordination   section   of   Chapter  Fiva 
for  a   discussion   of   how   the   Nye    County   General  Plan  was   Incorporated    i 
into   this   SIS. 
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B.   APPKOPhlATENESS  OF  WILDERNESS  DESIGNATION^) 

The  opportunity  for  a  "wilderness" ,  or  in  thia  instance  a 
"primitive"  oxperiance,  is  currently  already  available  within 
these  areaB  and  the  imposition  of  jurisdictional  limits  will 
not  materially  affect  man ' s  venture  into  these  areas . 

No  evidence  has  been  presented  to  suggest  that  man ' s 
opportunity  for  a  "primitive"  wilderness  experience  ie 
being  threatened  or  in  danger  of  being  lost  aa  a  resource 

value. 

QmQ    I  There  are  generalized  references  to  wilderness  "values"  - 

|  by  whom  and  for  whom?   Please  define,  document  and  justify! 

Public  concern  has  been  expressed  over  the  need  for,  and 
requirement  of,  withholding  lands  aa  being  "representative" 
of  the  Great  Basin  Sagebrush  Ecosystem.   We  understand  the 
intent,  however,  remain  unconvinced  that  when  viewing  the 
Basin  in  total  that  these  specific  site  location(s)  (i.e.: 
South  Reveille/Palisade  Mesa/The  Wall)  best  represents  the 
unique  wilderness  features  necessary  for  inclusion  within 
a  National  Wilderness  System. 


PUBLIC  ACCESS 


8-7 


8-8 


A    full    comprehension   of    the    situation    regarding    public    access 
is    not   clear;    these   areas    are    already   practically    inaccess- 
able    to    the    majority   of    the    public,    with    or    without   motorized 
vehicles: 

The    report    states   on    Pages    3-7,     "off    road   vehicle    use    is 
currently    I  ight    and   dispersed    throughout    the    resource 
areas,    with    the    majority    of    motor    vehicles    use    occuring   on 
existing    ways   and    roads".       BLM   staff    have    stated    that    surveys 
have    not   been  undertaken    nor    statistics    gathered    to    represent 
vehicle    and/or   people    visits    to   these   areas. 

We   question    the    substantiation    for    removing,    or    reducing 
public    access    to    some   of    these    lands;    the    justification    is 
not    there,    particularly   with    respect    to    the    elderly   or    the 
less   able. 

Identify   problems  with    precident    setting    aspects   of    closing 
access   roads   into  wi^lerness   areas. 

D.       ECONOMIC    IMPACTS 

Direct,    or    indirect,    employment    in    the   mining    industry    in 
Nye    County    {other    than    Nevada   Test    Site    related    jobs)    amounts 
to    some    80*    of    total    employment   within    the   work    force. 


Wildtrn^ue    valuta    are    defined   in    the    U   idcrnebu    Ac  t    of    196<>.       Th*»o    defini- 
tions   are    Included    in    the    uloeaary    and    are    dlicussed    In    Chapter    Three    for 
etch   WSA. 


0-7      P leant    refer    to   reupcuae    f    B-2   above. 


The    major    problem  underlying   economic   evaluation   of   minerals    is    the 
great   uncertainty    regarding   the   exist  an  ee    of   mineral  deposits   in  sufficient 
quantity   and  quality   to  be    commercially    feasible.      At  present,   mineral 
potential  is    undetermined.      In   addition,    long   range   mineral  resource 
evaluation  and  market   demand  are,    at   beat,    speculative. 

The   possibility   of   foregoing    an   opportunity    for    future  mineral   development 
has    been    recognized,    and    any    ureas    recommended    for    designation    as    wilderness 
will  have   intensive   mineral   Inventories    conducted   by    the   U.S.    Bureau  of  Hine 
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to  represent,  as  does  the  report,  that  "the  alternatives 
have  little  potential  for  affecting  the  economic  growth  of 
Nye  County  except  through  restrictions  of  mineral  development- 
is  to  slight  the  very  lifeblood  of  thiB  County's  economy  for 
some  70-80  years. 

Converaly,  tourism,  which  is  stressed  in  this  report,  has 

a  reported  workforce  level  of  around  6%  of  all  county  employment. 

E.   ONGOING  MANAGEMENT 

Specific  circumstances  and  issues  should  be  described  as 
factors  "affecting  the  manageability"  of  the  proposed 
wilderness  areas. 

No  specific  evidence  has  been  presented  to  justify  the  state- 
ment that  by  combining  adjacent  WSA  areas,  "that  management 
efficiencies  and  improvements  would  be  effected". 

Will  there  be  an  identification  of  specific  management 
taskB,  work  force  levels,  timetables  and  budgets  being 
allocated  within  the  EIS/Management  framework  for  "managed 
under  the  interim  Management  Policy  for  lands  under  review 
action" ? 

The  preservationist  philosophy  with  respect  to  Wilderness 
(forever  wild)  has  some  built-in  dangers.   This  writer  has 
seen  the  "no  management  -  management  approach"  produce 
biological  deserts  with  toped-out  forests,  choked-out  wild- 
life forage,  "even-aged"  ecological  traps:   all  of  little 
interest  to  man  or  animal  alike.   What  tasks  will  be  set 
in  place  to  avert  the  creation  of  "ecological  traps"  within 
these  wilderness  study  areas? 

If  Federal  BLM  funding  levels  are  inadequate  or  programs 
not  funded;  do  the  WSA's  revert  back  to  the  management 
framework  plan  designations  of  current  BLM  policy?   Will 
the  wilderness  designations  then  automatically  expire? 

III.   SPECIFIC  AREA  COMMENTS 

In  the  event  that  the  general  concerns  stated  above  are 
adequately  addressed,  and  that  potential  adverse  impacts 
are  mitigated,  then... 

PREFERRED  ALTERNATIVE:   WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA (8) 
Fandango/Morey ;   Oppose 

(Concern  over  reduction  of  public  access  through  six-mile 
canyon  roadj  alternative  should  be  developed  to  continue 
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6-9     Tha   Bureau   is   mandated  by   law    to  manage  wilderness    to   preserve  vilderaaaa 
values  while   allowing   for   current    levels   of   activity,      Guideline*    for 
managing  WSAs   are   contained   Id    the   "Interim  Management   Policy   and  Guidelinea 
for   Lands    Under  Wildernaas    Review".      Enquired    tasks   and   rsporta  on  inuiii 
management   are   outlined  each   year  in   the    annual   budget  procaaa.      It   ia 
anticipated   that   funding   lavela  will  be   sufficient    to   carry   out   the    taaka. 

8-10     The   Wilderaeae   Management   Policy  outlines   specific   guidance   for  develop- 
ment of  wilderness   management   plana   in   designated  wllderneas   areas.      These 
plans  will   guide   implementation   of    the  wilderness   management   policy   in  each 
specific  WSA,    taking  into   consideration    the   specific  needs   and  management 
requirements   of    that   area. 

8-11     Once   an    area  is   designated  as   wilderness    it  will   continue   to  be   managed. 
aa  wildertieaa.      The   official  wilderness   designation  will  constitute   an 
amendment    to   the   current    land  use   plan    (the   Tonopah  MFP)   and   therefore 
no    reversion    to   the   "old"   plan  would  be   made. 
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to  accomodate  publ ic  access ,  vehicle  parking  and  camping 
to  this  area,  while  possibly  maintaining  wilderness  values 
and  correcting  surficial  problems  with  six-mile  creek  itself. 

Palisade  Mesa/The  Hall;   Not  opposed 

Believe  opportunities  exist  within  the  area  for  some  wilder- 
ness experience.   Questions  Bhould  be  answered  as  to  whether, 
whatever  wildlife  values  that  are  present,  for  example,  would 
benefit  from  wilderness  designation.   Detailed  mineral  resource 
analysis  may  change  ratings  for  thiB  area  from  low  to  high 
potential. 

Blue  Eagle:   Not  opposed 

The  most  suitable  of  all  study  area a .  Based  on  report , 
overall  program  objectives  are  best  represented  by  this 
area  designation. 

Sou the  Reveille :   Not  opposed 

Believe  a  detailed  study  of  the  original  WSA  should  be 
considered. 

Analysis  of  the  merits  of  further  consideration  of  a 
"representative  Valley-system"  should  be  evaluated  both 
for  the  WSA  itBelf  and  the  Great  Basin  DeBert  Sagebrush 
Ecosystem  withdrawal  as  a  whole.   WSA  values  represented 
therein  should  be  evaluated  against  like  ecosystems 
within,  say,  a  four  or  five  state  region. 

Considerations  for  hunter  access,  livestock  and  wild  horse 
management,  water  development,  and  mineral  potential  should 
receive  continuing  analysis. 


Nye  County  maintains  an  excellent  working  relationship 
with  the  BLM/Tonopah  Resource  Area  Office.   We  welcome 
the  opportunity  to  be  of  ongoing  assistance  in  the  review 
of  this  program. 


Tott* 
pirector 
Nye  County  Department  of  Planning 


L 


-12      The   Proposed  Action   onelytsd  in    thio   final  SIS   has    con»14ar*d  thus 
option*. 


8-13     All   affected  resource   values   are   analyxed   in    thia    EIS    for   impacts, 

both   goad  and  bad,    from  designation   of   wilderness.      These   impacts   in 
outlined   in    Chapter   Four  of    thia   document    for  each  WSA.      If  minerals 
data    collected  during   the  minerals   survey    lndicataa   a   change   in    rating, 
such   change  will  be   noted   and  recommendations   may   ba   changed  based   on   thia 
new   Information. 


8-14      Thia    analysis   is   considered  during   the   study   and  inventory  phases   of   tha 
procesa   when  making   recoooendationa    for  wilderness   study   areas. 
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Nye  County  Board  of  Commissioners  (3) 

P.  Knight,  Nye  County  District  Attorney 

H.  JameB  Fox,  District  Manager,  Battle  Mountain 

District/BLM 
Howard  Cannon,  U.  S.  Senator 
Paul  Laxalt,  U.  S.  Senator 
James  Santini,  u.  S.  Congressman 
Richard  E.  Blakemore,  Nevada  State  Senator 
Kenneth  Redelsperger,  Nevada  State  Assemblyman 


WI"t-   HtiMW^   -»   «v.|J«.rA«ii.    " 


->«-ni     n»i   Ofi^   on*. 
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Hr.  Leslie  A.  Monroe 
Tonopah  Resource  Area  Hanagor 
Building  102  Military  Circle 
P.  0.  Box  911 
Tonopah,  Nevada  89049 

','■:. sx   Hi.   Honroe: 


(hQA)    262-6649 
July   2,    198Z 

RECEIVED 

BURfcAO  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 


TONOPAH  RESOURCE 
AREA  OFMCE 


W«  have  reviewed  Lha  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EISJ  for  the 
Preliminary  Wlldsrnaea  BLecooaaeiidatione  for  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  in  Nye 
County,  Nevada.   We  are  responding  oo  behalf  of  tha  U.S.  Public  Health  Sorvico 
and  are  offering  Che  following  comments  for  your  consideration  in  preparing 
tho  final  document. 

The  designation  of  wilderness  areas  should  also  consider  public  health  lmpll- 
caLions.   In  assessing  Che  oppor tuuitlas  for  "sollcuda  or  prlaitivo  recreatloa, 
Che  vuitc:  quality  of  each  wilderness  area  should  be  studied  Co  determine  tha 
potential  effaces  of  natural  or  man-Induced  contamination  on  any  area  water- 
course! or  water  bodies.   Tha  presence  of  hazards  auch  as  aloe  shafts,  highly 
toxic  or  contaminated  water,  and  the  unavailability  of  suitable  drinking  water 
are  factors  chac  should  ba  considered  la  (1)  the  preliminary  designation  and 
(2)  any  program  plans  Co  inprove  a  designated  wilderness  area  for  special 
recreation  opportunities. 

Those  areas  that  will  not  receive  wilderness  designation  and  chsc  would  ba 
■ubjecc  Co  resource  development  could  adversely  impact  the  wlldernaas  values 
of  contiguous  designated  areas.   The  effect  of  adverse  impacts  from  chess 
adjacent  areas  on  Che  wilderness  areas  should  also  ba  considered  in  tha  Final 
E1S. 

we  appreciate  che  opporcunity  to  review  thia  Draft  SIS.   Please  send  us  on* 
copy  or  the  final  document  when  it  becomes  available.   Should  you  have  any 
questions  about  our  comments,  please  contact  Hr.  Robert  Kay  of  ay  staff  at 
PTS  236-66*9. 


Sincerely  youra. 


; 


f*'^  Frank    S.    Lisslls, 

L'  Chief,    Environmental  Affairs   Group 

Environmental   Health   Services   Division 
*  Cancer   for   Environmental   Health 


It  was   determined  Chat   the   watershed  area  within    the  South   Save  ilia.   WSA 
was    the   only   axes  which  could  possibly   be    impacted  by    fuCure   development 
within   the   WSAs.      This  has   been   analyzed  In  Chapter  Pour   under   the 
environmental   consequences   section.      Other  waters   which  occur  within   the 
WSAs    are    discussed   in   term   of  wilderness    values   in   Chapter   Thrao   for  each 
USA. 
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Hr.   Leslie  A.    Honroe 

Tonopah  Resource  Area  Manager 

Bureau   of  Land  Management 

Building    102   unitary  Circle 

P.O.    Box  911 

Tonopah,   Nevada     89049 

RE:    SA1    MY#   82300049        Project:      Draft  Tonopah  Wilderness   EIS 

Dear  Hr.thonroe: 

Attached   are   the   cosaents   from  the   following  affected  State   Agencies:      Division 
of  State  Parks   and  the  Departaent  of  Wildlife  concerning  the   above   referenced 
project. 

These   cotsnents  constitute   the    State  Clearinghouse    review  of   this   proposal. 
Please  address   these   coewents  or  concerns   In  the  final    decision. 


^»/.5v.W^ 


/John  Wm.   Sparbel 
State  Planning  Coordinator 


JuS/sl 
Enclosure 


DIVISION 
OK 

1ST  ATIO 

1'AlilvS 


MLMO 


John  Sparbel 
John  L.  Meder 
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StUlbCi  WILDERNESS   STUDY   AREAS,  TONOPAH    RESOURCE 

AREA,   82300049 

The  Nevada  Statewide  Comprehensive  Outdoor  Recreation  Plan  (SCORP) 
documents  outdoor  recreation,  conservation,  and  open  ipace  needa  for 
the  Slate.  It  provides  a  comprehensive  description  of  problems  and 
opportunities  that  must  be  addressed  squarely  by  the  many  public  and 
private  entities  concerned.  Such  agencies  individually  can  determine 
whether  Nevada's  outdoor  recreational  environment  declines,  survives,  or 
truly  flourishes.  Taken  all  together,  their  impact  is  greatly  magnified. 
The  SCORP's  primary  aim  is  to  carefully  examine  that  collective  Influence 
and   provide   a  policy  basis   to  Improve   it. 

One  of  the  goals  identified  In  Ihe  SCOHP  (page  2-5,  #4)  Is  that  "Unique 
natural  and  scenic  areas  must  be  managed  more  deliberately  to  offset 
the  expanding  human  development  and  use  of  lands  and  water*  that  have 
accompanied     population      growth."  The      required     actions      include, 

"classification  of   some   lands   as    wilderness." 

Under  discussion  of  the  goals  (page  8-6,  *2A>,  It  is  recommended  that, 
"...ureas  with  potential  wilderness  area  qualities  should  retain  a  high 
priority  for  that  designation,  irrespective  of  their  remoteness  from  urban 
centers."  Therefore,  the  SCORP  supports  the  designation  of  some  roadless 
areas  as  Wilderness  to  provide  prima  live  areas  for  the  recreational 
demands  of  hunting,  fishing  and  hiking  as  well  as  for  reasons  of 
preservation  of  some  areas  in  a  natural  state  for  educational,  scientific, 
aesthetic,   wildlife,   watershed  and  personal  pleasures. 

The  discussion  in  the  SCORP  of  Wilderness  and  Primitive  Area  Protection 
includes  the  following  summarized  comments  (page  7-6  to  7-8). 
Recreational  planning  and  development  should  not  divert  Nevedana  from 
the  action  needed  to  preserve  parts  of  the  State  in  their  natural  condition. 
The  need  to  do  this  is  less  tangible  than  the  need  for  developed  parks 
and  recreational  areas,   but   is  no  less  urgent. 

The  term  "wilderness"  evokes  strong  feelings  from  proponents  and 
opponents  nf  the  concept  that  some  areas  should  remain  essentially 
unmodified  by  human  development.  Opponents  Interpret  It  as  an  area 
"locked  up"  against  any  other  uses  but  occasional  solitary  enjoyment  by 
those  whose  livelihood  does  not  depend  on  economic  use  of  resources  In 
the  areas  they  propose  for  wilderness  management.  In  Nevada,  as  In 
many  parts  of  the  West,  there  is  resentment  of  the  suggestion  that  any 
publicly  owned  open  spaces  should  ba  encumbered  by  regulations  against 
particular  uses.  Unregulated  public  access  to  these  lands  la  jealously 
guarded   as   a  birthright. 
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From  the  other  tide  of  the  table,  proponents  argue  thai  wilderness 
management  does  not  categorically  lock  out  most  recreational  uses, 
grazing  or  mining.  They  assert  that  wilderness  areas  are  economically 
productive  In  u  broad  sense,  as  well  as  spiritually  refreshing.  They  note 
that  less  than  one  tenth  of  one  percent  of  Nevada's  public  land  la 
classified  as  wilderness,  the  lowest  of  any  western  slate.  They  also  are 
sure  that  a  wide  cross-section  of  the  population  benefits  from  preservation 
of  valuable  wilderness  resources.  They  assert  that  vast  areas  of  other 
suitable  U.S.  Forest  Service  and  BLM  lands  will  remain  accessible  to 
private  vehicles,  even  if  actual  wilderness  designations  restrict  such 
access  in  a   few   areas. 

The  National  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  origianlly  mandated  review  of 
2,022,847  acres  of  public  lands  in  Nevada  for  possible  inclusion  in  the 
National  Wilderness  Preservation  System.  This  acreage  represents  about 
2.8  percent  of  the  federal  land  in  Nevada.  Only  the  Jarbidge  Wilderness 
has  been  approved,  comprising  64,8*7  acres  or  .09  percent  of  Nevada 
federal  lands. 

Currently,  there  are  less  than  8  million  acres  In  Nevada  under 
consideration  as  Wilderness,  as  either  administratively  endorsed  as  suitable 
or   for   further  planning. 

It  is  Important  to  keep  In  view  the  fact  that  oven  If  an  area  la  eventually 
approved  for  Wilderness  classification  In  the  national  system,  that  they 
will  remain  open  for  recreational  use  by  hunters,  fishermen,  and  hikers. 
The  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  permits  grazing  and  mineral  prospecting  to 
continue,  as  well  as  permitting  continued  mining  on  patented  claims. 
Permanent  roads  and  private  motor  vehicle  use  are  prohibited,  but  access 
by   fire   fighting  and  other  service   vehicles  can  continue. 

We  are  very  concerned  that  recreation,  open  space,  natural  areas 
education,  scientific  research,  aesthetic,  wildlife,  and  other  activities 
that  require  a  natural  protected  environment  have  an  opportunity  to 
continue   during   future  generations. 

From  a  recreational  standpoint,  in  Nevada,  preference  is  higher  for 
dispersed  recreational  activities,  I.e.,  hunting,  rock-collecting,  fishing, 
hiking  and  beekpaclng,  nature  study,  etc.,  than  more  site  specific 
activities  such  as  boating,  golf,  and  baseball.  The  SCORP  polnta  out 
that  in  every  planning  region  fishing  and  hunting,  hiking  and  walking 
were  listed  among  the  favorite  activities.  Fishing  ranked  first  fn  every 
region,  except  Clark  County  where  it  was  third,  as  the  favorite  activity. 
Hunting  ranked  as  second  or  third  favorite  activity  In  the  rural  districts 
and  fourth  in  the  Reno/Sparks/Carson  City  district.  In  three  state  park 
user  surveys  {1972,  1975,  and  1977),  hiking  was  checked  most  frequently 
as  the  park  activity  desired.  The  SCORP  points  out,  also,  that  in  every 
planning  region,  walking  and  hiking  were  listed  among  the  favorite 
activities.  Particularly  significant  in  the  SCORP  survey  figures  is  the 
high  participation  rite  for  hiking  and  walking  in  the  Reno/Sparks/Carson 
City  area  (Region  I).  Actual  participation  in  these  two  activities  was 
second  only   to  bicycle  riding. 
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In  the  Las  Vegas  area  (Region  111)  hiking  and  walking  was  listed  as  the 
fourth  favorite  activity  while  placing  fifth  in  actual  participation.  The 
trail  users  have  priorities  which  place  a  high  value  on  scenic  beauty,  variety 
and  naturalness.  The  U.S.  Forest  Service  and  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  administer  the  vast  majority  of  the  lands  in  Nevada  amenable 
to  hiking  and  walking.  The  SCORP  also  indicates  that  hunting,  fishing  and 
trail    related    activities    are    among    the    highest    in    forecasted    increase. 

Senator  Howard  Cannon  in  a  1981  survey  of  Nevadans  found  that  there 
was  overall  significant  suport  {5096  support  to  41%  nonsupport)  for 
designating  certain  U.S.F.S.  Rare  R  areas  as  Wilderness,  even  when  the 
survey  question,   in  our  opinion,  was  biased  against   wilderness. 

A  recent  study  by  the  Division,  entitled  Dispersed  Recreation  in  Nevada, 
1981,  indicates  that  a  significant  portion  of  dispersed  recreational  activities, 
i.e.  primitive  camping,  hiking,  backpacking,  exploring,  etc.  occurs  In 
Planning  Region  D\  This  Region  includes  Nye,  Esmeralda  and  Mineral 
Counties.  According  to  this  study  83.3  percent  of  the  residents  of  Nevada 
participate  m  some  dispersed  recreational  activity  each  year.  Planning 
Region  R  has  2.0  percent  of  the  state's  total  population,  in  comparison  to 
the  following  percent  of  statewide  activity  occuring  In  the  region  for  these 
wilderness  related  activities:  primitive  camping  9.7;  hiking,  backpacking 
3.4;  rockhounding  22.6;  horseback  riding  18.4;  exploring  8.4;  hunting  10.4} 
photography    10.6;  sightseeing  9.2;   and   fishing   5.7. 

In  a  summer  1981  statewide  SCORP  survey  (10,500  mallout)  of  outdoor 
recreational  issues,  the  following  altitudes  were  recorded.  Statewide  87.39 
percent  strongly  agree,  and  25.60  percent  agree  that  Nevada's  unique, 
natural  and  unusual  areas  need  preserving-,  3.01  percent  disagree  and  4.53 
percent  did  not  respond.  In  Planning  Region  II,  for  the  same  question,  43 
percent  strongly  agree,  35  percent  agree,  11  percent  disagree  while  11 
percent  did  not  respond.  For  Nye  County,  77.4  percent  either  agree  or 
strongly  agree,  while  6.5  percent  disagree  and  16.1  percent  did  not  respond. 
In  a  related  question  on  preserving  wildlife  habitat,  92.1  percent  statewide 
either  agree  or  strongly  agree;  in  Planning  Region  II,  62  percent  favor  and 
in  Nye   County,   64.5  percent  favor  protecting  wildlife  habitat. 

The  Nevada  Division  of  State  Parks  endorses  all  of  the  areas  Identified  by 
the  Bureau  as  wilderness  study  areas.  In  addition,  we  make  the  following 
specific  comments  of  areas  recommended  by  the  Bureau  In  the  Tonopah 
Resource  Area  and  feel  that  these  areas,  or  parts  of  them,  qualify  for 
wilderness  study  area   designation. 


Comment  Letter  1 1 


Response  Letter  1 1 


11-1 


Wilderness  Study   Area 
Page  4 


Kawich  Wilderness  Study  Area.  This  area  provides  challenging  terrain, 
good  scenic  values,  the  presence  of  traits,  heavy  vegetation  cover 
and  the  availability  of  water,  all  of  which  contribute  to  on  outstanding 
opportunity  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation.  Supplemental 
values  include  an  Indian  wickiup  within  the  area,  and  the  opportunity 
for  observing  wild  horses.  The  Nevada  Wild  Horse  Range  (within 
the  Nellis  Bombing  and  Gunnery  Range)  was  established  In  1962  and 
is  adjacent    to  Kawich  WSA  on  the  south. 

Rawhide  Mountain  Wilderness  Study  Area.  The  area  Includes  several 
brick  charcoal  kilns,  some  of  which  are  listed  on  the  National  Register 
□f  Historic  Places,  all  are  in  excellent  condition.  Wilderness  should 
be  recommended  for  recreational  values  Including  exploring, 
photography,  visiting  historic  places,  etc.,  and  to  maintain  the  hsitoric 
setting  of  Tybo  and  the  kilns. 

South  Reveille  Wilderness  Study  Area.  Per  the  discussion  in  the 
Nevada  fjLM  Intensive  Wilderness  Inventory  this  WSA  includes 
outstanding  opportunities  For  solitude,  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation,  diverse  scenery  and  vegetation  representative  of  several 
Great  Basin  Province  ecosystems,  and  abundant  wildlife.  In  addition 
to  the  supplemental  values  cited  in  the  Inventory,  there  are  ruins 
of  two  ghost  lawns,  Old  Reveille  end  New  Reveille,  adjacent  to  the 
WSA  on  the  north;  and  the  Nevada  Wild  Horse  Range  is  in  proximity 
to  the  southwest. 

Palisade  Mesa  Wilderness  Study  Area.  This  WSA  contains  Lunar 
Craier,  listed  on  the  National  Natural  Landmark  Register,  and  the 
Nevada  Natural  Heritage  Inventory.  The  volcanic  and  mesa 
formations  are  of  a  unique  and  natural  nature  and  should  definitely 
be  Included  in  the  recommendation  for  Wilderness  designation. 
Solitude,  recreation  and  supplemental  values  are  as  listed  In  the  BLM 
Inventory. 

The  Wall  Wilderness  Study  Area.  The  Wall  WSA  Is  adjacent  to 
Palisade  Mesa  WSA  and  contains  many  of  the  same  values.  These 
two  areas  should  both  receive  a  recommendation  for  Wilderness  and 
could  easily  receive  management  as  one  unit.  The  only  thing 
separating  the  two  areas  is  the  access  road  and  parking  area  for 
'Lunar  Crater. 

Grant  Range  Wilderness  Study  Area.  This  unit  is  contiguous  to  the 
Forest  Service  Grant  Range  RARE  D.  proposed  wilderness.  Since  the 
RARE  n  area  has  been  administratively  endorsed  for  wilderness,  this 
small  area  should  be  also.  Recreational,  scenic  and  supplemental 
values  are  considered  outstanding  when  Included  with  the  RARE  H 
area. 


The   Grant   Range   USA  wai    removed    from   further  wllderaeeB    consideration   as 
a   result    of   a    ruling   by    the    Interior   Board   of    Lends    Appeals.      Each   area 
designated   as   a  WSA  was    required    to   posseae    all   of    the  wilderness    charac- 
teristics  identified  in   the   Wilde  mess   Act   of    1964.      The   Grant   Range   USA 
lacked   the   acreage  needed   to   ne.ec    the   5,000   acre   size    requirement. 
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:  8.  Fandango  Wilderness  Study  Area  and  Morey  Wilderness  Study  Area. 
These  two  trees  should  be  evaluated  and  managed  as  one  WSA.  The 
areas  are  included  within  a  Nevada  Natural  Heritage  Landmark  area 
and  have  been  recommended  by  the  (Jreat  Basin  Review  Board  for 
Inclusion  on  the  National  Natural  Landmark  Register.  The  areas 
contain  many  ouslanding  recreational  areas  and  Morey  Peek  la  an 
enormous  volcanic  caidera.  The  Hot  Creek  Range  ts  an  excellent 
example  of  a  composite  range.  Vegetation  includes  ponderoaa  pine, 
piny  on -Juniper,  wet  meadows,  cold  desert  shrub  communities  and 
briatlecone  pine.  It  shows  the  transgression  of  east-west  Great  Baiin 
flora.  It  contains  many  retic  ecosystems.  The  scenic  grandeur  has 
been  described  as  second  only  to  Wheeler  peak.  There  has  been 
very  little  overgrazing  due   to  crags  and  steepness. 

9.  Blue  Eagle  Wilderness  Study  Area.  The  BLM  Intensive  Wilderness 
Inventory  identifies  the  characteristics  of  naturalness,  solitude, 
primitive  and  unconflned  recreation,  and  supplemental  values.  These 
warrant  recommendation  as  a  wilderness  area.  We  can  add  nothing 
new. 

JLM:JM:tls 


m 


Htutj      NEVADA      aUSi' 

Hay   4,    ig«2 


TtLtPnOMe 


Ml.     Jolm    jparbel 

State  Planning  Coordinator 

State  Cledrlngiumav 

Capltoi  Complex 

Carson  City,  Nevada   (5*710 

Dear  John; 

TliHiik    you    tor    Lite    opportunity    tu    review    ami    c  moment    or.    the    Draft    Environ- 
mental   Impact    Statement    foe    peel  iraina  ry    wilderness    recommendations    in    the 
Tonopali    Keauurce    Area    that    la    administered    by    the    battle  Mountain    Olstrict    of 
the    U.S.    Bureau    of    Land    rhmiigL-ment    (SAI    H2J000<.'y).       As   you    may    recall,    uur 
agency    provided    utl&lnal    rue uiomeiida  Lions    fur    the   wilderness    system    through 
the    State    Planning    Coordinator's    office    in    a    letter    dated    June    23,     1980    (re; 
S.AI    Hj!  300008).       Ltur    agencies    poaition    on    the    general    wilderness    considerations 
remains    basically    unchanged    from    that    expressed    during    Juno    of    1980. 


One  major  recommended  change  In  the  preferred 
bLM  is  the  combining  of  Morey  and  Fandango  sub  unit 
erneaa  unit,  an  action  which  raay  not  be  in  the  bus 
agement.       The    alternative    includes    a    recoamer.dat  lc 


alternatives  listed  by  the 
into  a  single  large  wild- 
interest  of  wildlife  man- 
far    road    closures    In    South 


Six   Hile,    Big    Cow   and    Little    Cow   Canyons,    all    of    which    provide    important    and 
needed    access    fur   deer    hunters.      The    Suuth   Six    Hile    Road    also   provides    fisher- 
man  access    to    the   only    fisliabla    stream   on    the    entire    range.       A    wilderness    de- 
signation   in    this    area    wuuld    not    only    decrease    hunting    and    fishing    opportunltie 
but   would    also    hamper    the    Department's    ability    to    effectively    control    deer    popu 
lation    nuinbere    on    this    important    winter    range,    should    such   control   measures 
become    necessary    in    the    future. 

He    look    forward    to   working   with   yuui    office    and    the    appropriate  ELH    staff 

relative    to    the    wilderness    proposals   as    the   pian    progresses.       it    yuu  have    any 

HueaLluno    relative    to   our    comments   at    this    time,    please    teal    free    to  contact 
this    office. 

Slncurely . 


William  A.    Moliul 
Director 


RPM 

cc:    Region   III 
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STATErJX:J!IEV,AOA 
DEPARTMENT  Of  CONSMSJMTON  *fcg(  NATURAL  RESOURCES 

DIVISION  Ora^gJAl|%SOURCES 

.Roland  Hfiftt.rgard,    pirector  "L  \w^G&$iw  tj 

Post*  la    G*ns   Cosby,    AdKinistrato^l^rfGii  sir^i'  , 

Coiwn  ^ry'-Nevoda     89710 


July    23,    1982 


Mr.  Leslie  A.  Monroe 

Tonopah  Resource  Area  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Building  102,  Military  Circle 

P.O.  Box  911 

Tonopah,    Nevada      8  9049 


Dear   Mr .    Monroe : 


With    this    letter   we    are    sending    our   comments    on    the    Preliminary 
Tonopah   Environmental    Impact   Analysis.       We   appreciate    this    op- 
portunity   to   comment    on    this    important    precedent   setting   docu- 
ment— the    first    BLM  Wilderness   EIS    in  Nevada. 

The    Division   of   Hineral    Resources    has    several    concerns   with    the 
"|  1~"2       Dljaft    Environmental    Impact    Statement    (DEIS).      One    primary   concern 
id    the   proposal    to   close   and   rehabilitate    several    public   roads. 
Not    only   will    the    current    users    lose   access    to   the    area,    but 
including    in   a  wilderness    area    roaded    areas   which,    by   definition, 
j  do   not   qualify    as   wilderness    equates   to   manufacturing   wilderness. 

[  1  ~"3  I  A    second  major    concern    is    that    the   minerals    potential    assessment 
[  was    based   on    a    document    inappropriate    for    this    use.       "Specula- 
tive"   minerals    potential    has    been    treated    in   practice    as    "no 
minerals    potential",    a    clearly   erroneous    interpretation.      More- 
over,   areas   with    "good"    and    "speculative"    minerals    potential 
have    been    included    in    the    Resource    Development   Alternative    and 
the    Preferred  Alternative,    yet    little    or    no    justification    is 
1  1*""4      Slven    for    this    tradeoff.      Mining    is   a   mainstay   of    the   Nye   County 
economy;    the    socio-economic    impact   of    reduced  minerals   explora- 
tion  and   development    should   be  evaluated   in   greater    depth. 

Non-wilderness  management  alternatives  for  all  the  multiple  re- 
sources found  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  have  not  been  properly 
delineated  or  compared  against  the  wilderness  management  alter- 
native. Benefits  or  negative  impacts  of  wilderness  designation 
should  be  evaluated  thoroughly,  quantitatively ■ if  possible,  and 
separately    for    each   WSA. 


11-2     It   ia   not    the   Bureau'  a   policy    to  arbitrarily   close   all   roads   in   or  aur 
WSAs .      However,   in   certain   circumstance*,    alter  careful  evaluation,    it 
may   become   necessary    to   close   roads    to  adequately   managed  A   designated 
wilderness   area.      these    types    of   action  will   be    described  in   the 
wilderness   management   plana    developed  after   Congressional   designation. 
Although   road  cloaura   end  rehabilitation  has   been   analyzed  in   this 
document    uidur  a  manageability  alternative,    it   is   not   anticipated  that 
cloeures  would  occur   unless  proven  necessary. 

11-3      In    the   evaluation    process    used   to   determine    the    recommendation   of   each 
wilderness   study   area    (WSA),    the   beat   available   data  was   used.      No  new 
data  was   provided   before    the   recommendation  was   made.      Without   data, 
potential  was   unknown.      Unknown   does   not  mean  known   and   cannot   be   assumed 
to   infer  potential   resources.      The   Bureau  is    relying   upon   the   Bureau  of 
mines   and   the    U.S.    Geological  Survey    to  evaluate   the  USAs   recommended 
for  wilderness    designation   and   thia   information  will  be    reviewed.      If 
sufficient   information   is    received   to  warrant   a  change   of    recommendation, 
a  supplement  will   be   issued   to   make    that   change. 

11-4     Please    refer   to   response    /  8-8   for   the   comment   from  Nye   County. 
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July  23,  1982 
Wilderness  Comments 


As  a  closing  comment ,  the  Division  has  suggested  portions  of 
WSA  'b  with  "low"  miner a  la  potential  that  may  be  candidate  wild- 
erness areas  more  acceptable  to  the  mining  industry.   We  do  value 
preserving  some  public  land  for  future  generations  and  scientific 
study  as  long  as  the  mining  industry,  which  is  so  foundamental  to 
our  national  defense  and  progressive  economy ,  can  remain  healthy 
to  pursue  new  mineral  reosurces . 


Sincerely , 

Pamela  Gene  Cosby ,      / 
Administrator  / 


Roland  Westergard 
Governor  Robert  List 
Ed  Spang 
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it  Alt  Ul.  NtVAU> 
DtPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION  AND  NATURAL  RESOURCES 

DIVISION  OF  MINERAL  RESOURCES 

Roland    Weatergard,    Director  Cupiiot  Cample*'    / 

Pamela    Gene   Cosby,    Adjrinistratojhj  s^f^,  s,^t 

OjryjnCiry,  Nevada     89710 


Ctnum  Cttj.  Nnii*      WHO 
Ttkpase*  (T«)  U3-4JW 


COMMENTS  ON  THE  DRAFT  TONOPAH  PRELIMINARY  WILDERNESS  RECOM- 
MENDATI0N5  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


The  Draft  Tonppd 
mental  Impact  St 
propria  te  eva lua 
have  on  the  indi 
Wh en  evaluating 
ity  as  wildernes 
policy  and  Congr 
roadless ,  essent 
National  Wildern 
to  manufacture 
man'*  past  pre 
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h  Preliminary  Wilderness  Reconunenda  t  Ions  Environ— 
atement  i  b  an  inadequate  and  Tn    some  areas  inap- 
tton  of  the  impact a  wilderness  designation  will 
vidual  wilderness  study  areas  and  the  region, 
the  wilderness  study  areas'  long-term  manageabil- 
s,  the  BLM  has  deviated  from  the  wilderness  study 
essional  intent,  which  was  to  include  only  those 
ially  pristine  islands  of  public  land  in  the 
esa  Preservation  System;  instead,  the  BLM  proposes 
dditional  wilderness  by  reclaiming  any  signs  of 
nee  including  public  roads. 


The  tradeoffs  between  wilderness  and  other  multiple  resources 
should  be  based  on  a  cons i  stent  well-defined  process  applied  to 
each  WSA  individually.   Impacts  on  the  traditional  land  users  such 
as  recreationists  utilizing  motor  vehicles  for  access ,  minerals 
exploration,  and  modern  ranching  operations  were  assessed  only 
cursorily.   To  assess  the  WSA ' s  minerals  potential,  the  BLM  relied 
on  a  minerals  study  prepared  by  Air  Force  contractors  for  the  MX 
Missile  System.   This  report  is  not  appropriate  for  a  wilderness 
evaluation  1)  because  it  emphasized  the  valleys,  not  the  ranges 
where  most  economical ly  recoverable  mineral  deposits  occur  and 
2}  because  ths  minerals  potential  weighting  system  was  unduly 
biased  towards  past  production  rather  than  favorable  geologic 
characteristics .   Mining  has  long  been  an  extremely  important  part 
of  Nye  County ' B  economy  yet  the  socio-economic  affects  of  re- 
stricted minerals  exploration  has  not  been  adequately  addressed. 
Sufficient  potential  wilderness  exists  in  low  minerals  potential 
areas  to  satisfy  the  diversity  requirements  for  important  eco- 
system representatives ,  sufficient  wilderness  to  meet  the  major 
population  center  demand,  and  a  balanced  geographical  distribution 
in  which  Nevada  would  have  its  "fair  share"  of  wilderness .   There- 
fore, only  areas  with  low  minerals  potential  should  be  proposed 
in  the  Preferred  Alternative. 

fideauacy  of  Minerals  Potential  Assessment 


:\~>. 


The  Tonopah  Resource  Area  Minerals  Assessment  was  based  entirely 
on  two  reports  prepared  by  Ertec  Western,  Inc.  and  its  predeces- 
sor, Fugro  National,  It*.,  for  the  MX  missile  system  Nevada/Utah 
siting  area.   While  these  two  reports  are  a  useful  summary  of  much 
of  the  geologic  and  mineral-related  literature  and  maps  for  the 
Tonopah  Resource  Area,  they  are  an  incomplete,  inadequate,  and  in- 
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Wilderness  Comments 


appropriate  basis  on  which  to  judge  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area's 
minerals  potential.   One  basic  shortcoming  of  using  the  MX  mining 
study  for  other  purposes  1b  that  the  Air  Force  directed  their  con- 
tractor, Ertec/Fugro ,  to  assess  only  the  valleys  where  the  Air 
Force  could  deploy  the  missile  system.   The  mountain  ranges,  where 
most  of  the  hard  rock  mining  taxes  place,  were  assessed  only  peri- 
pherally as  they  provided  evidence  for  mineralized  areas  occurring 
in  the  valleys . 

To  further  compound  the  problem,  the  Air  Force's  Bcope  of  work  for 
the  AIM,  Inc. /Warren  Woodward  mining  claim  study  specifically  ex- 
cluded the  mountain  ranges.   At  the  Air  Force's  direction,  Ertec/ 
Fugro  incorporated  the  AIM  report  into  their  own  report)  thus  many 
important  mining  claims  are  not  identified  or  assessed  in  the  Ertec/ 
Fugro  report .   Because  recently  instituted  changes  in  annual  re- 
porting requirements  have  weeded  out  the  mining  claims  least  likely 
to  be  developed ,  the  claims  should  be  considered  evidence  of  active 
exploration.   The  BLM  has  current  raining  claim  records  readily 
available  in  their  own  files  and  should  incorporate  this  data  into 
the  FEIS,  not  wait  for  the  USGS  study.   The  large  number  of  active 
Tonopah  Resource  Area  mining  claims  represents  the  high  continuing 
interest  in  this  area's  minerals  potential.   For  instance,  the 
Morey  Peak  and  Fandango  areas  contain  nearly  100  mining  claimB. 
More  than  90  mining  claims  were  located  in  the  South  Reveille  area, 
and  over  100  mining  claims  are  in  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA.   Significant 
numbers  of  mining  claims  may  also  exist  in  the  Kawich,  Rawhide,  and 
Palisade  Mesa  WSA ' s ;  the  BLM  records  do  not  indicate  any  mining 
claims  in  the  Wall  WSA. 

Another  critical  problem  with  the  Ertec/Fugro  reports  is  that  minerals 
potential  was  based  almost  entirely  on  past  production  with  little 
weight  given  to  present  exploration  activity  or  favorable  geologic 
parameters.   Attachment  1  lists  Ertec/Fugro ■ a  weighting  system. 
Strictly  geologic  parameters ,  such  as  mineral  belts,  are  given  a 
"I"  weighting,  while  past  production  weights  vary  from  "2"  to  "6". 
Thus  it  was  necesaary  for  an  area  to  have  had  BOme  production  or  many 
favorable  geologic  parameters  to  be  classified  as  "high"  or  "good" . 
Had  this  study  been  conducted  a  few  yeara  previously,  several  of  the 
recently  discovered  and  developed  Carlin-type  gold  deposits  would 
have  been  classified  as  "speculative*  since  no  past  production  had 
occurred  in  the  area . 

Ertec/Fugro  defines  "speculative"  potential  as  "areas  with  favorable 
geologic  parameters  and  inferences  based  on  geologic  models  and 
analogies  with  known  favorable  environments . "^   Ertec/Fugro  classified 
fifty  to  sixty  percent  of  the  MX  siting  region  valley  area  as  having 
"speculative"  potential,  that  is  favorable  geologic  parameters  were 
present  although  no  past  production  had  occurred.   In  the  BLM'b 


TT 


Fuqro  National,  Inc.,  MX  Minerals  Resources  Survey, 
Siting  Area,  1981,  Page  17. 


Nevada/Utah 
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NO 


11-5       lc   may    be    interesting    to   note    that    other's    agree    vlth   you    cun earning    the 
|  Fugro   report   as   being  "incomplete,    inadequate,    and  inappropriate".      However, 
thia    witi    not    the    only    data    revlawod    to   making   determinations   of    suitability 
for  wilderness    areas.      Dlatrlct    filaa   ware    revluwed  along  with   other 
Information  available    from  district   apecialiau. 


JJ-6      Current   numbers   of  mining  claims  ware    used.      «  map   aaowiag    the   Q  unbar  and 
location    la    lacludad  in    the    docuemot.      You  may  nope    that    the    retio  flf 
developments   par  mining   clals  i«   wary    low.      To  um    thla   aa   a  determining 
factor  may    lawar    the    values   even    further. 


11-7  Proaont  eapLoratlon  ectivitiee  fluctuate  rapidly  and  are  difficult  to 
track.  Areae  with  high  exploration  yeaterday  (even  last  yaar)  may  bava 
no  activity    or  latoroot    today. 

Speculative    areas   ware  not    cooaldered  aa    areas    of   no  potential,    however, 
"apeculatlve"  mean   "uncertain"  and    that   means    there    is   do    certainty  of 
any   economic  potential    there.       It    cannot  be 


higher   than   it  la. 


i   certainty  of 
md   that  potential  la 
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Wi  Idem  ess  Comments 


Geology-Energy-Mineral a     (GEM)  environmental  aeeesdment  guidelines, 
the  BLH  Btaf f  are  directed  to  " ident  ify  geologic  environments  con- 
sidered to  be  favorable  for  the  presence  (or  formation)  of  different 
types  of  mineral  deposits."   These  guidelines  seem  to  indicate  that 
the  BLH  is  to  identify  and  consider  impacts  on  areas  with  favorable 
geoloyy ,  or  ■speculative"  areas  according  to  Ertec/Fugro*  a  classl- 
fication.   The  Division  of  Mineral  Resources  supports  this  approach 
since  much  of  the  current  exploration  activity  occurs  outside  of 
known  mining  districts. 

The  impacts  of  restricted  mineral  exploration,  foreclosure  of  claim 
■taking,  and  prohibited  development  of  claims  not  currently  exist- 
ing may  not  become  evident  in  the  "speculative"  areas  as  soon  as  in 
"high"  or  "good"  areas)  however,  the  impact  on  Nye  County's  Long- 
term  minerals  development  could  be  significant  in  ten  years  or  more. 
By  its  very  definition,  the  resource  development  alternative  should 
only  classify  as  suitable  for  wilderness  those  areas  with  " low" 
minerals  potential,  that  is,  sufficient  data  exists  to  state  that 
given  today's  technology,  minerals  development  is  unlikely.   Since 
much  exploration  is  concentrated  in  the  "speculative"  areas,  the 
Tonopah  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement  Preferred  Alter- 
native should  also  exclude  all  "high",  "good",  and  "speculative" 
minerals  potential  areas  from  the  proposed  wilderness  areas.   A 
decision  to  include  an  area  with  minerals  potential  (either  "high" , 
"good" ,  or  "speculative" )    in  the  Preferred  Alternative  should  ba 
justified  clearly  by  heavily  counterbalancing  data  in  the  FEIS. 

The  authors  could  also  improve  the  mineral  resources  maps  in  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.   First,  a  consistent  color 
scheme  should  be  used  to  depict  the  "high" ,  "good" ,  " low" ,  and 
"speculative"  potential .   Now  the  color  scheme  varies  and  La  mis- 
leading; a  dark  area  may  mark  high  minerals  potential  on  one  map 
and  low  minerals  potential  on  another .   Secondly,  maps  should  be 
prepared  depicting  the  minerals  potential  other  than  the  base,  fer- 
rous, and  precious  metals ,  namely  industrial  and  nonmetallic 
minerals,  uranium,  oil  and  gas ,  and  geo thermal  potential  .   The 
general  discussion  on  pages  3-7  to  3-13  and  in  the  Minerals  Tech- 
nical Report  is  inadequate  to  locate  the  promising  areas,  partic- 
ularly since  many  of  the  geographic  features  referenced  (e.g.  Hot 
Creek  Valley,)  do  not  appear  on  the  Minerals  Resources  map.   Maps 
would  be  particularly  helpful  when  deciding  to  delete  portions  of 
a  WSA  from  a  wilderness  recommendation. 

Other  current  mineral  resource  data  is  available  from  the  Nevada 
Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geology  and  mining  companies  active  in  the 
area)  this  data  should  be  incorporated  into  the  Final  EIS.   Attach- 
ment 2  is  copies  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Area  maps  with  some  addi- 
tional information  obtained  by  the  Division  of  Mineral  Resources 
from  industry  contacts  and  the  Bureau  of  Hlnea  and  Geology.   Moat 
notably ,  the  Kawich,  Fandangle,  and  Morey  Peak  areas  have  all  been 
sites  of  considerable  recent  minerals  exploration  activity.   Several 
minerali zed  areas  and  new  claims  are  depicted  on  the  mapB ,   Existing 
mines,  drill  sites,  or  roads  not  identified  In  the  DEIS  are  also 
'depicted  In  the  South  Reveille,  Rawhide  Mountain,  Blue  Eagle,  and 
the  Wall  WSA's.   No  specific  comments  are  given  on  the  Grant  Range 
since  this  area  was  deleted  from  the  wilderness  inventory  on  April 


1  1-8  This  oversight  has  been  corrected.   Please  refer  to  the  Mineral  F  Die  a  tie  1 
Haps  et  Che  sad  of  Chapter  Three  la  this  document. 
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Wilderness    Continent  a 


30,     1982. 


Wo  do  understand  that  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  or  Bureau  of  Mines 
will  conduct  a  more  detailed  minerals  assessment  for  the  BLH  State 
Director's  evaluation  prior  to  submission  to  the  Administration. 
This  study  should  incorporate  adequate  field  work  to  reevaluate  con- 
flicting data  and  fill  In  data  gaps  tor  areas  little  explored  to 
date.   However,  thia  study  must  receive  adequate  funding  and  time 
to  be  completed  properly.   Furthermore,  even  though  this  data  will 
be  developed  subsequent  to  the  preliminary  wilderness  recommenda- 
tions, the  wilderness  decision  makers  must  carefully  weigh  the  new 
mineral  data  against  the  area's  wilderness  resources  to  fairly 
evaluate  foregone  mineral  development  opportunities.   Finally,  be- 
cause continued  interim  management  as  wilderness  study  areas 
seriously  hinders  minerals  exploration  and  development,  and  since 
the  momentum  for  a  proposed  wilderness  area  increases  with  each 
decision  point,  all  currently  available  minerals  data  should  be 
incorporated  into  the  Final  EIS  and  evaluated.   Thus,  all  WSA's 
or  portions  of  WSA's  with  minerals  potential  can  be  returned  to 
multiple  use  prior  to  the  USGS  field  study. 

Minerals  Exploration  Restrictions 

Perhaps  the  mast  alarming  facet  of  wilderness  designation  from  the 
mining  industry's  point  of  view  is  that  the  decision  makers  must 
choose  whether  or  not  to  foreclose  permanently  minerals  development 
in  a  wilderness  area  without  knowing  the  actual  mineral  resource 
values. j  Unlike  range  or  wildlife  resources,  no  one  knows  the  exact 
extend  and  value  of  a  mineral  deposit  until  the  entire  deposit  has 
been  rained  out. 

The  wilderness  management  policy  does  call  for  recurring  federal 
government  mineral  resource  assessments  and  continued,  although 
severely  restricted,  private  sector  exploration,  as  well  aa  emer- 
gency release  should  a  mineral  deposit  be  needed  for  a  national 
emergency .   Even  though  these  provisions  could  be  helpful ,  they 
provide  little  solace  to  the  mining  industry  since  in  reality  if 
the  mineral  potential  of  an  area  is  not  known  before  a  wilderness 
designation,  it  will  most  likely  never  be  known.   A  mining  geolo- 
gist's knowledge  of  an  area'B  mineral  potential  and  the  geologic 
structures  which  signal  a  potential  mineral  deposit  are  continually 
expanding  with  time.   Information  concerning  a  new  known  deposit's 
geologic  setting,  or  a  mineral  exploration  or  processing  techno- 
logical breakthrough  may  transform  an  area  once  passed  over  into 
a  prime  mineral  target.   The  major  recent  disseminated  gold  deposit 
discoveries  in  Nevada  were  not  considered  to  be  economically  re- 
coverable deposits  juat  a  few  years  ago.   Most  of  the  major  barite 
mines  currently  under  development  in  Nevada  occur  in  a  mineral 
belt  once  thought  not  to  contain  host  rocks  for  barite  deposits. 

* 
A  recent  General  Accounting  Office  report  entitled  "Mineral  Data 
In  the  Forest  Service's  Roadless  Area  Review  and  Evaluation  (RARE  II) 
,ie  Misleading  and  Should  Be  Corrected,"  the  GAO  describes  an  instance 
in  Region  1  where  one  study  area  was  rated  as  zero  minerals  poten- 
tial because  there  was  no  lease  activity  or  data  indicating  favor- 
able geologic  structures)  even  so,  significant  oil  and  gas  lease 
activity  occurred  subsequent  to  the  RARE  II  study  completion.   A 
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Forest  Service  geologist  told  the  GAO  that  "there  were  many  areas 
in  which  little  ie  known  and  exploration  of  some  form  would  be 
necessary  to  provide  proper  evaluation  of  the  mineral  potential." 

The  evolutionary  process  of  minerals  exploration  alao  takes  time. 
At  leaBt  f  ive  to  ten  years  of  extensive  exploration  may  be  required 
to  evaluate  an  exploration  target  area  before  development  can  com- 
mence .  i Because  the  exploration  process  is  also  risky  and  expensive , 
few  mining  companies ,  if  any ,  wi 11  continue  to  explore  designated 
wilderness  areas  without  the  insurance  that  a  staked  mining  claim 
would  provide . 

No  doubt  the  recurring  government  surveys  will  provide  additional 
geologic  data;  none  the  less ,  exploration  is  more  appropriately 
carried  out  by  the  private  sector  than  by  public  tax  dollars.   In 
addition,  the  government  geologists  must  be  "jacks  of  all  trades" 
whereas  private  sector  exploration  geologists  often  specialize  in 
a  single  commodity  and  are  thus  able  to  recognize  occurrences  of 
these  commodities  more  readily  than  a  genera list.   The  severe  cur- 
tailing of  private  sector  exploration,  the  expected  limited  effective 
ness  of  government-funded  exploration,  and  long  lead  time  prior  to 
development  all  add  to  the  probability  that  when  and  if  national 
emergencies  occur,  we  will  not  be  able  to  look  to  the  wilderness 
areas  for  additional  mineral  supplies.   Their  minerals  potential 
will  still  be  unknown. 

The  issue  of  restricted  minerals  exploration  has  been  di  acusaed 
before  when  the  wi Iderness  program  was  "initiated".   It  is  dis- 
cussed here  to  remind  the  decision  makers  that  they  are  effectively 
foreclosing  the  wilderness  areas  from  future  minerals  exploration 
and  development,  a  decision  not  to  be  made  lightly.   As  stated 
previously,  overwhelming  jub tif ications  should  exiBt  before  desig- 
nating as  wilderness  an    area  with  "high",  "good",  or  "speculative" 
minerals  potential . 
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Economic  Impact 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  grossly 
potential  adverse  effects  wilderness  designation 
County's  economic  growth.   33.7  percent  of  Nye  Co 
assessed  value  was  related  to  mining  in  FY  1980/8 
Attachment   3 ,  4  3  percent**  of  the  county ' s  res  id 
percent**  of  the  residents'  jobs  are  directly  or 
to  the  mining  industry .   Only  3.6  percent**  of  th 
payroll  and  7.6  percent**  of  total  resident  job 
indirectly  related  to  the  hotel,  gaming,  and  recr 
Although  wilderness  visitation  would  probably  inc 
of  wilderness  designation,  the  increase  would  be 
by  the  reduced  number  of  visitors  who  formerly  vi 


underBtatea  the 
could  have  on  Nye 
unty ' s  total 
1 . *   As  shown  in 

nt  payroll  and  42 
indirectly  related 
e  resident  county 
are  directly  or 
eat  ion  industries . 
rease  aa  a  result 

than  offset 
sited  the  areas 


Division  of  Assessment  Standards,  Nevada  Department 
of  Taxation 

These  figures  do  not  inc lude  estimated  non-res  ident 
employment,  which  is  2/3  of  Nevada  Test  Site  employ- 
ment and  an  additional  7  0  mining  employees  who  commute 
from  California. 
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using  a  vehicle  for  camping,  hunting,  fishing,  etc.   Just  as  Clark 
County's  gaming  industry  is  by  far  the  moat  Important  basic  industry, 
mining  and  federal  government  are  the  mainstays  of  Nye  County's 
economy.   Any  significant  reduction  in  the  area  available  for  minerals 
exploration  and  development  could  have  a  severe  long-term  impact  on 
the  County's  economy.   The  final  EIS  should  asieii  this  potentially 
large  negative  impact  in  greater  detail. 

Manageability  Alternative 

The  Diviaion  of  Mineral  Resources  has  several  concerns  regarding 
the  Tonopah  BLM  staff's  application  of  the  wilderness  manageability 
criterion.   The  DEIS  manageability  alternative  emphasizes  the  "en- 
hancement, of  manageability  of  the  wilderness  study  areas  as  wilder- 
ness over  the  long  term  period"  (emphasis  added).   The  Tonopah  Re- 
source Area  Management  Framework  Plan  Wilderness  Amendment  planning 
criteria  contains  two  questions  under  manageability i 

1)  "What  la  the  nature  and  significance  of  the  known 
potential  resource  values  and  uses  of  each  wilder- 
ness study  area?" 

2)  "What  characteristics  of  each  wilderness  study  area 
tend  to  make  it  suitable  or  unsuitable  to  be  managed 
as  wilderness  in  perpetuity?" 

These  questions  in  conjunction  with  the  BLM  wilderness  study  policy, 
auggesjt  that  the  BLM  should  evaluate  whether  or  not  each  proposed 
wilderness  area  can  be  managed  as  it  is  rather  than  ways  to  enhance 
a  wilderness.   Would  different  sections  of  the  wilderness  area  be 
managed  best  for  specific  primary  uses  such  as  protected,  undisturbed 
wildlife  habitat  or  primitive  camping? 

The  BLM  wilderness  study  policy  recognizes  that  existing  non-con- 
forming private  rights  and  uses  permitted  under  the  Wilderness  Act 
may  hamper  perpetual  wilderness  management .   In  reference  to  non-con- 
forming uses,  the  wilderness  study  policy  states, 

"To  satisfy  this  criterion,  BLM  must  be  reasonably  certain 
that  that  area  can  be  managed  as  wilderness  over  the  long 
run,  based  on  present  knowledge  of  the  resources  and  private 
rights  in  the  area,  and  recognizing  congressional  intent  re- 
garding allowed  uaeo.   On  the  other  hand,  if  the  allowed 
UBes  are  reasonably  certain  to  destroy  the  wilderness  char- 
acter  of  the  area  on  (sic)  a  significant  portion  of  it,  then 
the  BLM  would  conclude  that  the  affected  portion  can  not  be 
managed  as  wilderness."* 

To  implement  this  manageability  analysis,  the  correct  approach  would 
seem  to  be i   1)  Evaluate  whether  or  not  the  area  can  be  managed  as 
wilderness  as  is  with  the  activity  restrictions  specified  in  the 
Wilderness  Management  Policy,  and  2)  Delete  those  wilderness  study 
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areas  or  portions  cannot  be  managed  in  perpetuity  as  wilderness. 
Instead,  the  BLM  staff  evaluated  cursorily  the  proposed  wilderness 
areas ,  and  suggests  adding  nonsui table  land  and  obliterating  signs 
of  man 'a    past  presence  in  order  to  protect  each  proposed  area . 
These  land  addition  and  restoration  proposals  equate  to  manufac- 
turing wilderness . 
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One  manageability  approach  employed  by  the  BLM  staff  was  to  consider 
more  logical  management  configurations  based  on  topography .   The 
basic  idea  is  good ,  but  in  moat  cases  this  meant  that  the  valleys 
were  deleted  from  the  proposed  wilderness  and  only  the  mountain 
regions  were  left  in.   From  a  mineral  Industry  standpoint,  this  is 
a  most  inequi  table  decision  since  the  economically  recoverable  non- 
energy  mineral  resources  are  concentrated  in  the  mountain  ranges . 

In  two  WSA'a,  the  Kawich  and  Blue  Eagle,  additional  acreage  was 
added  to  the  wilderness  areas  to  make  them  more  manageable.   The 
Division  of  Mineral  Resources  Btrongly  objects  to  this  proposal 
since  these  two  particular  areas  were  disqualified  as  unsuitable 
for  wilderness  areas  during  the  wilderness  inventory  phaBe.   Both 
areas  are  not  in  pristine  condition  due  to  the  presence  of  several 
roads  and  possibly  other  features. 

Perhaps  the  most  objectionable  proposal  in  the  entire  wilderness 
DEIS  is  to  close,  rip  out,  and  rehabilitate  the  roads  in  these  two 
added  sections  as  well  as  many  other  cherry stemmed  roads.   Our 
comments  on  this  precedent  setting  proposal  are  discussed  in  detail 
below  in  the  Road  Closing  section. 

Another  example  where  the  manageability  analysis  was  lacking  in- 
volved the  Hawe  Canyon  private  inholdinga  in  the  Kawich  WSA.   First, 
the  DEIS  fails  to  discuss  the  extent  to  which  the  inholdinga  would 
decrease  wilderness  manageabi lity .   Also  missing  are  clear  decision 
criteria  to  determine  whether  or  not  acquisition  would  be  justified. 
Finally,  the  DEIS  doesn't  evaluate  the  manageability  impacts  likely 
if  the  landowners  do  not  agree  to  sell  their  lands  to  the  federal 
government . 

One  final  manageability  requirement  which  the  EIS  should  consider 
is  the  feasibility  and  cost  of  enforcing  the  various  wilderness 
activity  restrictions  over  such  a  large  land  area  if  the  proposed 
WSA ' s  are  designated.   The  cost  effectiveness  of  the  additional 
"protection"  wilderness  would  provide  should  be  compared  against 
the  "protection"  provided  by  the  existing  management  framework  plan. 

Road  Closings 

As  mentioned  above,  the  DEIS  preferred  alternative  recommends 
closing  and  rehabilitating  several  cherry stemmed  roads .   Closing  a 
public  right-of-way  for  wilderness  improvement  is  a  deplorable  pre- 
cedent.  Section  603. (a)  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  o  1976  (FLPHA)  directs  the  Secretary  of  Interior  to  "review 
those  roadless  areas  of  five  thousand  acres  or  more  and  roadless 
'islands  of  the  public  lands,  identified  during  the  inventory  .  .  . 
as  having  wilderness  characteristics..."  (emphasis  added) .   Thus 
by  definition,  roaded  areas  are  excluded  from  this  wilderness  review. 
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aponae    to    Nye    County,     18-8. 


11-10    Hit",  re    are    two    important    point*    that    need    to    be    addreaa  ; 

11)      The   proponed   action   In    this    final   EIS   iu   not    the   Bame    aa    the 
preferred   alternative   which  wea    presented   in   the   draft   K1S. 

(2)       The    Wlldemasa      Act    of    19b  4    doea    not    preclude    the    cloning  of 

cheiryatem    roads .       Thia    action   waa    not    Lu    "create"   wilderness, 

but    rather    to   enhance  wilderness   values   already    In  exiatence. 

lkcisiona    on    roadleaa    areaa    have    been    challenged    Ln    Interior 

Board   of    Laudtt    Appeals    (1BLA)    actions.       At    leaat    two    of    theae    are 

directly    related    to    the    Tonopah    Keaource    Area:       1BLA    81-540, 

Walter    Benoit    (J/01/82)    and    IBLA.  81-541,    81-11)95,    State    of    Nevada   atal 

(3/01/82).      Both    decisions   upheld   the    Bureau's   process   of  cherry- 

a  teaming   and   the   evaluation   of   such   areas   during   the   study   process. 


11-11      Thia   haa   now   been   addressed   in   the    EIS.      Please    refer    to    Chapters.   Two  and 
Four   of    thia    document. 


11-12      Thia   will    be    apelled   out    in    the    wlLdemesB    management    plan,    after    the 
WiiAa    have    bean    deaignated    aa    wilderneaa. 

Off-road    vehicle    {ORVJ    uae    waa    analyzed   as    an    iBaue    Ln    the    final   EIS. 


11-13      The    impacta    to    grazing    facility    maintenance    and    construction   wer. 
analyzed    aa    an    Issue    in    the    final    EIS. 
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Following  a  lengthy  deb*ta  concerning  the  difference  between  a 
road  and  a  way,  Congreasj  (in  H.R.  Rep.  No.  94-1163,  94th  Congreaa, 
Second  Session,  17  (1976)])  defined  "roadless-  aa  "the  absence  of 
roads  which  have  been  improved  and  maintained  by  mechanical  means 
to  ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use.   A  way  maintained 
solely  by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does  not  constitute  a  road . " 
"Mechanical  means"  ia  defined  in  the  BLK  Wilderness  Inventory  hand- 
book, isBued  September  27,  1978,  aa  the  "use  of  hand  or  power  mach- 
inery or  tools".   Therefore,  using  a  hand  shovel  would  differentiate 
a  road  from  a  way.   It  is  these  roads  that  are,  by  definition,  to 
be  excluded  from  wilderness  areas.   To  isolate  potential  wilderness 
areas  from  roads  and  other  intrusions  that  would  otherwise  deem 
all  or  portions  of  the  area  nonsuitable  for  wilderness,  the  BLM 
applied  the  cherrys terming  principle.   In  a  recent  Interior  Board 
of  Land  Appeals  decision  [IBLA  80-274,  National  Outdoor  Coalition), 
the  Board  upheld  the  cherrystemming  process  as  the  only  practical 
method  known  to  the  Board  to  exclude  roads  or  other  intrusions  from 
wilderness  areas .   Furthermore,  Congress  has  approved  in  the  past 
several  wilderness  area  recommendations  containing  cherrystemmed 
roads.   Therefore,  past  precedents  argue  for  cherrystemming  intruding 
roads  rather  than  destroying  the  roads.   Areas  with  more  than  a  few 
minor  intruding  cherrystemmed  roada  do  not  qualify  as  wilderness  in 
the  First  place. 

The  data  presented  in  the  DEIS  fail  to  substantiate  clear,  measur- 
able benefits  that  the  road  closings  would  have.   Moreover,  poten- 
tially affected  current  users  are  not  adequately  identified  or  con- 
sidered.  In  the  case  of  South  Six  Mile  Canyon  Road,  the  DEIS  authora 
mention  repeatedly  the  benefits  to  the  watershed  and  fisheries  that 
the  road  closing  would  have.   Along  thia  road  are  located  several 
mining  claims  including  two  in  T.BN.,  R.50E.,  and  several  in  T.9N., 
R.50E.   The  South  Six  Mile  Canyon  Road  may  also  provide  access  to 
numerous  other  claims  farther  from  the  road.   In  addition,  hunters, 
fisherman,  campers  and  others  use  this  road  heavily  for  recreation 
purposes.   A  log  book  at  the  road's  beginning  lists  the  large  number 
and  wide  variety  of  visitors.   Because  vehicular  access  to  the 
stream  and  claims  is  not  possible  by  alternate  routes,  the  BLM 
should  consider  other  alternatives  to  closing  the  road.   A  primary 
alternative  would  be  to  improve  the  road  by  reducing  the  number  of 
stream  crossings  and  installing  culverts  and  other  improvements  to 
protect  the  aquatic  environment;  closing  the  road  is  not  the  only 
alternative,  even  though  it  ia  the  only  alternative  BLX  considered. 

Restricted  Public  Acceaa 

The  road  closing  issue  is  closely  related  to  the  restricted  public 
access  issue.   In  his  testimony  at  the  Reno  Public  Hearing  on  the 
Tonopah  Wilderness  DEIS,  one  wilderness  advocate  stated  that  most 
of  the  traditional  uses  of  these  public  lands  would  be  preserved. 
Thia  is  not  the  case.   Most  notably,  restrictions  or  pre-emption 
could  occur  for  minerals  exploration  and  development,  cultural 
resources  exploration  and  protection,  recreational  uses  by  motorized 
vehicles,  traditional  ranching  operating  procedures,  wildlife  habi- 
"tat  manipulation,  private  land  access ,  and  recreational  access  for 
handicapped  persons.   These  public  land  users  as  a  group  comprise 
the  activities  of  the  majority  of  Tonopah  Resource  Area  public 
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land  users. 

The  DEIS  describes  wilderness  aa  a  recreational  opportunity,  and, 
indeed,  the  amount  of  recreation-related  foot  traffic  may  increase 
in  areas  designated  as  wilderness.   Of  equal  or  greater  concern,  ie 
how  wilderness  designation  would  affect  the  traditional  recreational 
visitors.   The  DEIS  on  page  3-7  states  that  "Virtually  all  forms 
of  recreation  involve  a  vehicle,  either  for  access  to  recreation 
sites  or  simply  for  the  pleasure  of  operating  the  vehicle."   In 
the  impact  sections,  however,  the  DEIS  only  states  that  off-road 
vehicle  (ORV)  use  would  be  prohibited.   The  text  should  also  identi- 
fy the  number  of  persons  affected  as  well  as  the  impacts  to  the 
likely  alternative  sites  which  the  current  ORV  and  motor  vehicle  ac- 
cess recreationista  would  visit. 

Another  area  of  concern  ia  how  visitor  use  would  be  managed.   Thia 
simple  assumption  on  page  4-1  could  lead  to  severely  restricting 

I  public  access  of  any  type.  Details  should  be  given  regarding  the 
nature  of  any  controls,  how  many  visitors  would  be  allowed  at  any 
time,  and  how  the  visitor  management  program  would  be  enforced. 

Multiple  Resource  Evaluation 

A  basic  objective  of  the  BLM  wilderness  studies  is  to  "ensure  that 
wilderness  recommendations  resulting  from  multiple-use  plans  are 
based  on  consideration  of  the  multiple  resource  values  of  the  public 
lands."   Later  in  the  BLM  wilderness  study  policy,  the  authors  state 
that  "The  wilderness  study  policy  and  planning  criteria  specify 
factors  and  quality  standards  to  be  addressed  through  the  planning 
process  in  determining  whether  the  area  is  more  suitable  for  wild- 
erness designation  or  more  suitable  for  other  uses . " 

To  make  this  evaluation,  the  BLM  must  consider  how  each  resource 
coultl  best  be  managed.   Since  a  management  framework  plan  was  al- 
ready developed  for  the  Tonopah  area,  the  appropriate  comparison 
for  each  resource  would  be  the  long  and  short-term  outlook  under 
wilderness  management  versus  the  existing  management  framework 
plan.   For  some  resources  and  users,  wilderness  protection  would 
improve  their  long-term  outlookj  for  other  resources  and  users, 
the  improvement  would  be  negligible,  decrease,  or  actually  be  lost. 
Either  way,  the  expected  impacts  should  be  evaluated  thoroughly, 
quantitatively  if  possible,  and  separately  for  each  WSA. 

To  compound  the  thinness  of  the  DEIS's  Environmental  Consequences 
section,  the  discussion  of  existing  conditions  and  long-term  expec- 
tations for  each  resource  is  also  inadequate.   For  example,  the 
DEIS  does  not  discuss  the  number  of  ORV  users  who  visit  each  area 
for  camping,  fishing,  hunting,  etc.   These  recreational  visitors 
could  go  elsewhere,  as  the  DEIS  suggests;  however  the  alternative 
locations  are  not  identified  nor  are  the  probable  impacts  on  these 
other  locations  discussed.   Loss  of  these  recreation  opportunities 
could  also  have  long-term  social  impacts  for  the  area  residents. 
Some  wilderness-related  recreational  uses  may  increase,  yet  the  off- 
setting socio-economic  impacta  for  the  local  and  regional  residents 
and  economy  are  not  evaluated. 
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11-14      llili    tin    been    analyzed   in    the    final    tlS    for  each   WSA   wha  re    it    we*    determined 
Ibu>*cUi    could   occur. 


11-15      The    impact    of    OBV   i 
final    E1S. 


within    th*    US  As   has    been    analyz 


Issue    in    tha 


N> 


>     These   concerns   will   be   addressed   In    the   wilderness   management   plan   for 
each    USA   after    designation .       These    plans   will    be    specific    to    the    management 


needs   for   the  wilderness   area   la   question 


11-17      Ttils    issue  has   been    further   defined   as    ltopacts    to   mule.. dear   popul*  ti^m, 
and  ha*   bean   analyzed   In    ths    final   ELS. 


li-lti      The    process,    an    you    Biggest,    was    followed    throughout    ths    study    phaae. 
All   of    the    factors   which   you  list   hers   were    considered   in  Baking 
recommendation    on    wilderness    suitability.      All   sreaa    of    known    high 
potential   for   metallic   minerals  were   eliminated,   wilderness  values   were 
weighed   agalne  t   other    resource   values   which   may   be    Ids  t   after   designation 
and    these    were    evaluated    on   a   USA    by    USA    basis. 
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With  regards  to  cultural  re so ureas,  the  DEIS  eta too  ■ Imply  that 
al though  not  much  ii  known  about  the  area 'a  historical,  archeo- 
logical ,  and  pal eon to logical  resources ,  "a  general  benefit  would 
occur  from  the  added  resource  protection  wilderness  designation 
would  provide . *   This  is  not  necessarily  true .   Some  resources 
would  benefit  from  the  decreased  number  of  visitors  and  vandalism 
opportunities-   Other  historical  structures  would  require  protection 
and  reconstruction  to  be  maintained  over  time  j    otherwise  these  re- 
sources would  slowly  degrade.   Designation  as  a  National  Historic 
Site  would  provide  the  same  protection  whether  or  not  the  area  was 
designated  as  wilderness.   Without  a  more  clear  and  substantiated 
discussion  on  cultural  resources ,  it  can  not  be  stated  that  wilder- 
ness designation  would  significantly  increase  long-term  cultural 
resources  protection . 

Although  the  DEIS  identifies  existing  and  planned  ranching  improve- 
ments ,  the  document  only  mentions  a  potential  economic  impact  to 
ranchers.   The  net  impact  to  the  local  livestock  industry  and  in- 
dividual operators  may  be  extremely  expensive.   For  instance,  if 
motorized  vehicles  can  no  longer  be  used  for  ranch  operations ,  the 
increased  labor  coats  could  be  extremely  high,  bo  high  that  some 
ranches  might  no  longer  be  profitable .   This  potential  impact  should 
be  considered  in  greater  detail . 

Another  multiple  use  consideration  is  watershed  protection .   In  the 
Tonopah  Grazing  Environmental  Impact  Statement ,  the  discuss  ion 
of  w^  Lurched  erosion  indicates  that  no  area  within  the  Tonopah  Re- 
source Area  had  erosion  rates  y re a tor  than  the  SCS  (Soi 1  Conserva- 
tion Service]  limitB  of  3  to  5  tons  per  acre  per  year.   In  addition, 
the  Grazing  EIS  states  that  all  three  grazing  alternatives  would 
have  Insignificantly  different  effects  on  erosion  potential.   Where 
are  the  seven  areas  with  high  erosion  potential  that  are  referenced 
in  the  wilderness  DEIS?   What  are  the  erosion  rates  in  these  areas? 
How  much  would  these  erosion  rates  be  reduced  by  wilderness  desig- 
nation?  Would  this  reduction  be  significant? 

Similarly,  the  discussion  of  wildlife  and  wildlife  habitat  impact 
is  totally  qualitative  and  inadequate  to  compare  the  various  alter- 
natives.  It  is  not  clear  from  the  DEIS  that  the  increased  pro- 
tection wi lderness  designation  could  provide  would  be  significant. 
Furthermore,  the  probable  effects  on  mule  deer  and  other  species 
from  canceling  planned  habitat  manipulation  projects  should  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  more  quantitative  format .   Significant  impacts  on  specific 
species  or  populations  should  also  be  mentioned. 

Tradeoffs  Between  Resources 

The  BLM  decisions  on  whether  or  not  to  recommend  an  area  for  wild- 
erness designation  seem  tu cons  is tent  and  arbitrary .   Sometimes  areas 
with  good  minerals  potential  are  deleted  from  the  wilderness  recom- 
mendations! other times ,  most  of  the  good  potential  area  is  included 
■  in  the  wilderness  designations.   Other  resources  are  similarly  af- 
fected .   No  rationale  1b  given  for  these  inconsistent  tradeoffs  nor 
do  the  wilderness  characteristics  for  the  wilderness  zones  recom- 
mended always  seem  significantly  more  suitable  than  the  areas  not 
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recommended  for  designation.   Six  of  the  a  ight  remaining  wi lderness 
study  areas  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  contain  sections  with 
"high"  or  "good"  minerals  potential  as  shown  in  Attachment  4 .   A 
seventh  area,  the  Fandango  WSA,  contains  60%  speculative  potential . 
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Even "when  the  resource  development  alternative  was  developed,  minerals 
potential  was  not  properly  considered.   Five  of  the  seven  wilderness 
areas  with  minerals  potential  were  deletedi  however  portions  of  the 
Blue  Eagle  and  Palisade  Mesa  WSA' s  still  contain  "good"  or  "specula- 
tive" minerals  potential  within  the  boundaries  of  the  resource 
development  alternative.   This  seems  to  be  in  violation  of  the  re- 
source development  alternative  definition .   Only  those  portions  of 
the  WSA  with  "low"  minerals  potential  should  have  been  included. 

To  correct  the  deficiencies  in  the  multiple  resource  tradeoff  pro- 
Gens,  the  BLM  staff  Bhould  1)  avoid  all  areas  containing  "good"  or 
"high"  minerals  potential,  2)  avoid  areas  with  "speculative"  potential 
whenever  strong ,  overriding  justifications  for  wilderness  designation 
do  not  exiBt,  3)  develop  a  clear,  objective  basiB  for  the  tradeoffs 
between  resources ,  and  4)  evaluate  the  multiple  resources  tradeoffs 
on  a  WSA  speci  fie  basis.   Whenever  possible,  the  comparison  should 
be  quantitative;  the  specific  methodology  utilized  should  always  ba 
fully  documented  as  the  wilderness  study  policy  requires. 

Diversity 

Nevada  appears  to  have  a  diaproport  ionate  amount  of  the  designated, 
administratively  endorsed  wilderness  areas ,  and/or  areas  under 
study  for  inclusion  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 
As  of  June  5,  1982,  slightly  over  8  million  acres  of  Nevada  were  in 
some  stage  of  wilderness  review  and  designation,  including  64, 830 
acres  designated  by  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  in  Jarbridge  and 
5,090,049  acres  within  the  BLK  WSA's.   The  8  million  acres  is  11.3 
percent  of  the  state ' s  total  land  area,  an  extremely  high  percent 
of  the  state  to  be  foreclosed  from  multiple  resource  usej  3.9  mil- 
lion acres  of  Nevada  [or  nearly  6  percent)  have  already  been  with- 
drawn for  national  defense  purposes .   This  is  about  1 3  percent  of  all 
U.S.  lands  devoted  to  defense.   Withdrawing  Nevada  lands  from 
minerals  exploration  and  development  is  also  particularly  onerous 
since  Nevada  is  one  of  the  most  heavily  mineralized  states  in  the 
Union .   (See  Attachment  5) 
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Cultural   resources  was  not  analyzed  as  an  Issue  1n  the  final    EIS. 
It  was  deteroined  that  the  sites  which  occur  within  the  WSAs  are 
primarily  I1th1c  scatters,   rock  walls,  and  some  historic  mining 
sites  which  ara  not  of  National   Register  quality.     The  Tybo  Char- 
coal   kilns  are  the  only  site  on  the  National   Register  currently. 
Wilderness  designation,  as  you  suggest,  could  add  some  protection 
for  historic  sites  by  reducing  vandalism  through  restricted  access 
to  these  areas. 


It   Is  not  anticipated  that  range  maintenance  activities  would  be 
Impacted  significantly.     The  wilderness  management  policy  allows 
for  continued  use  with  reasonable  constraints.     Please  refer  to  the 
analysis  of  grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction  In 
Chapter  Four  of  this  final   EIS. 

The  high  erosion  potential   watersheds  are  shown  on  the  Domestic 
Livestock  and  Watershed  Naps.     There   Is  only  one  area  which  has  been 
determined  as  having  some  possible  Impact  from  future  development 
with  nondesignation  of  wilderness.     This   is  discussed  in  the  Chapter 
Four  analysis  for  the  South  Reveille  WSA  in  the  final   EIS.     All  others 
were  determined  to  have  no  anticipated  impact  from  designation  or 
nondesignation  of  wilderness. 


11-22      Ihla    ie   now   analyzed  under   impacts    Co  mule   dear  population*   for  each,  WBA 
where   It  wu    determined   to  be   ao   impact. 


U-23  These  conslde rations  were  covered  in  the  inventory  and  atudy  phase*, 
more  complete  analysis  of  potential  mineral  lmpacte  has  been  done  for 
each  USA  in  the  final  EIS.  Please  refer  to  Chapter  Four  for  analysis 
of    impacts. 
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The  BLM  wilderness  study  policy  proscribe*  that  the  BLM  anal* 
•valuate  whether  each  proposed  WSA  adds  to  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System's  diversity.   This  evaluation  Is  baaed  on 
three  factors:   1)  a  variety  of  ecosystems  and  land  forme,  2]  op- 
portunities for  the  wilderness  experience  within  a  day*H  driving 
time  (5  hours)  of  a  major  papulation  centers  (of  100,000  or  more) 
and  3)  a  balanced  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas.   The 
Tonopah  Resource  Area  has  two  baBic  types  of  ecosystems:   the  Great 
Basin  Sagebrush  ecosystem  and  the  Pinyon-Juniper  Woodland.   Ona 
example  of  each  ecosystem  type  within  a  day ' a  drive  of  Las  Vegas 
should  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  ecosystem  diversity  criterion. 
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er  examples  of  the  Pinyon-Juniper  Woodland  are  currently 
ented  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) j 
r,  14  areas  totalling  535,500  acres  have  been  administratively 
ed.   These  14  areas  should  be  identified  on  a  map  to  ahow 
location  and  relative  distance  from  the  Laa  Vegas  SMSA.   Simi- 

the  Great  Basin  Sagebrush  ecosystem  ia  represented  by  one 
ated  area  in  California  and  8  wilderness  areas  which  have  been 
atratively  endorsed.   These  areas  should  also  be  indicated  on 
to  show  their  relative  distance  from  the  Las  Vegas  area.   With- 
ese  maps  it  is  difficult  to  put  in  proper  perspective  the  other 
ness  area.   For  instance,  stating  that  another  example  of  the 
Basin  Sagebrush  ecosystem  is  located  in  California  has  little 
gj  the  area  could  bo  In  Southern  California  along  the  Nevada 
,  along  the  coast,  or  in  extreme  Northern  California.   All 
locations  would  have  very  different  implications  for  wilder- 
iversity  in  Nevada. 

In  order  to  balance  wilderness  geographic  distribution,  one  allocs-" 
tion  factor  could  be  to  establish  a  percent  of  the  National  Wilder- 
ness Preservation  System  in  each  state  that  is  roughly  equal  to 
that  state's  percentage  of  the  total  national  land  area.   Nevada 
comprises  3.6*  of  the  lower  48  state's  total  land  area.   In  contrast, 
9.7*  of  the  wilderness  already  designated  or  under  consideration  In 
the  lower  48  Btatea  is  in  Nevadaj  this  ia  nearly  3  times  Nevada's 
■fair  share"  of  wilderness  area.   If  the  percent  of  wilderness  al- 
located to  each  state  is  adjusted  for  relative  population  concen- 
trations, Nevada's  "fair  share"  would  be  even  less. 

Another  allocation  factor  could  be  demand.   The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  reports  that  for  Federal  Fiscal  Year  1980,  5.3  of  the 
recreation  visitor  days  on  BLM-adrainistered  land  in  the  lower  48 
states  were  in  Nevada.   Even  considering  that  a  disproportionate 
percentage  of  the  BLM-adminiatered  land  is  within  Nevada's  borders, 
the  amount  of  wilderness  designated  or  under  consideration  in  Nevada 
still  appears  to  be  considerably  greater  than  the  demand. 

For  comparison,  we  calculated  what  Nevada's  "fair  share"  of  wilder- 
nesfl  might  be.   We  assumed  that  the  already  designated  wilderness 
would  remain  designated,  that  2/3  of  the  adminiatrati vely  endoraed 
wilderness  proposals  would  receive  Congressional  approval,  and  that 
1/3  of  the  wilderness  study  area a  under  study  under  various  federal 
agencies  would  actually  be  designated.   On  this  basis  50.2  million 
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of  the  82.7  million  acres  of  wilderness  already  designated  or  under 
consideration  In  tha  lower  46  states  will  evantually  belong  to  ths 
National  Wilderness  Preservation  System.   Nevada's  "fair  share",  op 
3.6*  of  the  NWPS  would  be  1.8  million  acres.   Given  that  64,830 
acres  have  already  been  designated  as  wilderness  in  Nevada,  and 
assuming  that  2/3  of  the  2.2  million  acres  awaiting  Congressional 
approval  will  actually  be  approved,  then  only  267,000  acres  of 
wilderness  would  be  left  to  designate  in  Nevada.   This  is  about  half 
of  the  wilderness  areas  under  study  In  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  and 
only  5»  of  the  total  BLM  wilderness  study  area  acreage  in  Nevada. 
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In  order  to  assure  that  all  of  the 
considered  and  that  only  the  prime 
the  BLM  should  take  the  additional 
ness  proposals  in  all  the  BLM  dist 
ground  resource  data  has  been  coll 
overview  position,  thB  BLM  can  asc 
Pinyon-Juniper  Woodland  ia  designa 
example  which  happened  to  come  up 
process.  In  addition,  the  BLM  wil 
opportunities  for  solitude  near  ma 
the  geographic  distribution  of  the 
should  be  a  higher  quality,  more  i 
nesa  Preservation  Syatera  that  has 
multiple  uses  of  the  public  lands. 

AREAS  SUITABLE  FOR  WILDERNESS  DESIGNATION 

The  Division  of  Mineral  Resources  supports  the  baaic  objective  of 
the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System,  that  is  to  preserve 
some  sections  of  the  country  In  nearly  priBtlne  condition  for 
future  scientific  study  and  for  the  benefit  of  future  generations. 
The  difficult  guest  ion a  are:   How  much  total  wilderness  should  be 
designated?   Where  should  it  be  located7 

Aa  discussed  earlier  in  these  comments ,  the  mineral  industry  hesi- 
tates to  approve  any  recommended  WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
because  an  area'fl  minerals  potential  can  never  be  known  exactly 
until  actual  mining  occurs.   We  know  that  many  of  the  major  mineral 
discoveries  were  made  in  areas  written  off  as  having  no  potential 
by  all  the  expert  geologists  except  for  one  or  perhaps  for  a  single 
determined  prospector.   A  new  technological  breakthrough  or  a  shift 
in  Industrial  new  materials  can  suddenly  transform  an  area  with  no 
potential  to  a  prime  exploration  target. 
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Fandango  and  Moray  Peak  WSA'a  (although  the  road*  separating  the 
two  ehould  remain  open) ,  and  the  northeast  corner  of  the  Blue  Eagle 
WSA,  although  this  area  may  be  too  small  to  qualify.   The  USGS  or 
Bureau  of  Mines  studies  will  still  be  needed  to  confirm  the  low 
minerals  potential  of  these  areas. 

Attachment  6  is  a  table  with  rough  estimates  of  the  land  area 
suitable  for  wilderness  if  only  low  minerals  potential  areas  are 
included.   This  would  be  a  preferable  resource  development  alter- 
native.  The  estimated  total  available  acreage  is  113,000  acres, 
excluding  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  which  is  too  small.   This  is  more  than 
sufficient  acreage  to  satisfy  the  wilderness  diversity  criteria. 

Hopefully  the  question  of  designating  speculative  minerals  potential 
areas  ab   wilderness  will  never  arise  as  long  as  sufficient  land  with 
low  minerals  potential  is  available.   Nonetheless,  should  the  ques- 
tion arise,  evaluating  the  speculative  areas  is  considerably  more- 
problematic.   These  areas  contain  favorable  geologic  characteristics 
for  minerals  deposits.   As  directed  by  the  Geology-Energy-Mineral 
(GEM)  guidelines,  the  BLM  is  to  consider  these  areas  as  having 
minerals  potential;  indeed  much  of  the  current  exploration  and 
recent  discoveries  in  Nevada  have  occurred  in  these  speculative 
areas.   If  areas  with  speculative  minerals  potential  are  to  be  in- 
cluded in  a  wilderness  area  recommendation,  it  should  be  only  be- 
cause 1)  there  are  no  alternative  sites  with  low  minerals  potential, 
2)  no  other  example  of  the  dominent  ecosystem  type  iB  suitable  for 
wilderneas  and  located  within  a  day's  drive  of  the  same  population 
cehter,  and  3)  an  intensive  USGS  or  Bureau  of  Mines  study  has  been 
conducted  at  a  sufficient  level  of  detail  to  reclassify  the  area 
as  having  low  potential  rather  than  high  or  good  potential. 
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ATTACHMENT  4 
MINERAL  POTENTIAL  OF  RECOMMENDED  WILDERNESS  AREAS* 


WILDERNESS 
STUD*  AREA 


WSA  MINERALS 
POTENTIAL 


RESOURCE  DEVELOPMENT   PREFERRED 

ALTERNATIVE         ALTERNATIVE 
MINERALS  POTENTIAL     MINERALS  POTENTIAL 


Blue  Eagle 

Goad 

Speculative 

Low 

2% 

90* 

Good           0  % 
Speculative   92% 
Low             8% 

Good 
Speculative 

Low 

01 

92% 

fit 

Fandango 

Speculative 
Low 

60% 

40* 

Not  recommended 
as  wilderness 

Speculativa 
Low 

531 
471 

Kawich 

High 
Good 
Speculative 

5% 
701 

25% 

Not  recommended 
as  wilderness 

Not  recommended 
as  wilderness 

Morey  Peak 

Good 
Speculative 

Low 

25% 
55% 

20% 

Not  recommended 
as  wilderness 

Good 

Speculative 

Low 

28% 
45% 
27% 

Palisade  Mesa 

Good 

Speculative 

Low 

8% 

50% 

42% 

Good            5% 
Speculative   4  7% 
Low           4B% 

Good 

Speculative 

Low 

5% 
47% 

4B% 

Rawhide  Mountain 

High 
Good 

Speculative! 

10% 
12% 

7B% 

Not  recommended 
as  wilderness 

Not  recommended 
as  wilderness 

South  Reveille 

Good 

Speculative 

Low 

30% 
60% 

10% 

Not  recommended 
as  wilderness 

Good 
Speculative 

Low 

14% 
86% 

0% 

The  Hall 

Low 

100% 

Low          100% 

Low 

100% 

•   These  percentages  are  extremely  rough  "eyeball "  estimates 


Comment  Letter  1 1 


ATTACHMENT  5 
U.S.  H1BERAL8  POTEHTIAL 


Ln 


Source i   U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  and  American  Mining  Congraa 
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ATTACHMENT  $ 
SUGGESTED  RESOURCE  DEVELOPMENT  AXTERNATIVE 
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2 

1 

Wilderness 
Study  Area 

Acreage  w 
Low  Poten 

ith 

tial 

Percent  of 

Area  with 

Low  Potential 

Total  Area 

Blue  Eagle 

4,765 

ac 

St 

59,560 

Fandango 

16,376 

401 

40,940 

Morey  Peak 

6,024 

20% 

20,120 

Palisade  Mesa 

41,811 

421 

99,550 

South  Reveille 

10,620 

105 

106,200 

Mall 

38,000 

100% 

38,000 

Total  Acreage 
Excluding  Blue 

Eagle 

112,831 
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Mr.  John  Spdrhel 

State  Clearinghouse 

Office  of  the  State  Planning  Coordinator 

Capitol  Complex 

Carson  City,  HV   85710 

Dear  John : 

The  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  appreciates  the  opportunity  to 
review  and  provide  comments  on  tha  Tonopah  Resource  Are*  -  Wilderness 
Study  Area  Planning  Criteria,  SA1  HV  4    82300008. 

The  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  doubts  that  any  of  the  nine 
listed  proposed  study  areas  vill  meet  wilderness  requirements  when  the 
Environmental  Statement  is  completed  and  all  of  the  data  are  analyzed. 
Most  of  the  areas  have  existing  road  corridors.,  have  had  extensive  past 
aining  operations,  currently  have  existing  structures  such  as  cabins, 
etc.,  and  contain  sections  of  either  private  property  or  patented  mining 
claims.   We  as  suae  that  most  of  these  areas  under  consideration  will  be 
eliminated  In  the  near  future  through  the  planning  process.   However,  we 
do  submit  the  following  comments  for  your  consideration. 

1.    Kawltch:   This  area  Includes  a  very  small  portion  of  the 
Kauitch  Mountain  Range  in  addition  to  a  portion  of  the  lower  Stone  Cabin 
Valley.   The  upper  elevations  arc  inhabited  by  a  resident  and  wintering 
population  of  mule  deer  while  the  valley  areas  support  a  resident 
antelope  population.   Cl.ukar  partridge  are  found  throughout  the  area  and 
there  are  no  fishabla  streams.   There  are  numerous  well  traveled  roads 
to  the  mouth  of  every  canyon  in  addition  to  roads  which  extend  Into  Haws 
and  Bellhelen  Canyons,  all  of  which  are  used  by  hunters  as  a  means  of 
access.   Although  the  map  is  difficult  to  read,  it  also  appears  that  the 
Breen  Ranch  area  is  included  in  the  study  area.   All  of  the  above  listed 
ranches  and  canyons  are  private  property  owned  by  local  ranchers  of 
central  Nevada,  even  though  none  of  the  above  have  permanent  residence. 
Although  the  old  town  of  Silverbow  is  located  to  the  south  of  the 
proposed  wilderness  area,  there  was  historically  a  considerable  amount 
of  activity  within  the  boundaries  of  the  study  area.   We  do  not  think 
that  a  wilderness  designation  would  affect  wildlife  one  way  or  the  other 
with  the  exception  of  eliminating  a  small  amount  of  hunter  access. 


11-25 


Hx.  John  Sp&rbel 
August  17,  1981 
Page  2 


**    South  Reveille :   This  area  receives  only  very  light  use  by 
oule  deer  and  chukar  partridge  but  is  not  significant  in  terms  of 
hunting  pressure  or  public  use.   All  of  the  western  half  of  the  study 
area  Is  located  on  the  Nellis  Bombing  and  Gunnery  Rang*  which  la 
theoretically  closed  to  public  uae  at  the  present  time.   Both  sides  and 
the  south  end  of  the  proposed  wilderness  area  are  inhabited  by  a 
scattered  population  of  resident  antelope  which  may  be  affected 
Indirectly  because  of  restricted  accesa  (more  so  than  at  present). 
Impacts  to  the  wildlife  resources  would  be  minimal. 

4.  Palisade  Mesa:   That  portion  of  the  Pancake  Range  and  Hot 
Creek  Valley  designated  as  the  Palisade  Hess  may  properly  be  described 
as  some  of  the  most  desolate  country  in  central  Nevada.   There  are  a  few 
mule  deer,  a  scattering  of  chultar  partridge  during  good  moisture  years, 
and  an  occasional  lost  antelope  that  drifts  up  from  Reveille  Valley  or 
down  from  Little  Smoky  Valley.   Since  there  ie  little  if  anything  in  tha 
way  of  wildlife  values  in  thia  section  of  the  state,  wilderness  will  not 
improve  or  hamper  the  existing  situation. 

5.  The  Wall:   Same  comments  as  for  number  4. 

6-    Grant  Range:   That  portion  of  the  BLM  administered  habitat 
on  the  Grant  Range  ia  apparently  tied  into  possible  wilderness  proposals 
of  tha  U.S.  Forest  Service  in  the  adjacent  higher  elevations.   We  will 
reserve  commenta  on  this  section  of  the  study  proposal  until  the  U.S. 
Forest  Service  proposal  ia  reviewed.   That  portion  adminls tered  by  BLM 
that  is  proposed  aa  a  potential  wilderness  area  la  not  larga  enough  to 
adversely  affect  any  wildlife  considerations. 

7.    Fandango:   The  Department  of  Wildlife  la  opposed  to  the 
designation  of  the  Hot  Creek  Mountain  Range  in  terms  of  wilderness 
consideration  because  of  its  importance  at   a  deer  winter  range  and  tha 
need  to  provide  hunter  access  into  the  area  for  population  control  and 
oanagement.   Again,  the  map  ia  difficult  to  read,  but  it  appears  that 
the  study  area  would  close  Fourmlle  Canyon,  Cow  Springe,  Little  Cow 
Canyon,  and  several  other  important  access  routes  that  link  Hot  Creek 
Valley  and  Little  Fish  Lake  Valley  vis  Fourmlle  Canyon  and  the  vicinity 
of  Sixmile  and  Cow  Canyons.   Data  from  central  Nevada  indicates  that 
deer  populations  are  increasing  significantly  and  that  this  particular 
rea  is  supporting  an  increasing  number  of  wintering  deer  annually.  Vm 
ill  undoubtedly  need  to  direct  increasing  hunting  pressure  into  this 
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11-24      The    conflict*  with    chose    Intrusions   which   you  have    Indicated  wer« 
eliminated  during    the    Inventory    and   study    phages.       The    areas   which 
remain   we  re    felt    to  have  wilderness    values    superior    to    the.   other 
vs  lues   which  would  be   foregone    If    the   areas  were   designated   as  wilderness. 
A    comprehensive   analysis   of    these   values   has    been   completed  in   this 
final    ELS. 

11-25  The  proposed  action  for  the  Fandango  WSA  no  longer  recoasssnda  ttie 
closure  of  roads,  specifically  Slxmlle  Canyon.  The  Impacts  to  nule 
deer   populations  were   analyzed   as    an   Issue   in   the   final  EIS . 


L 
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Mr.    John   Sparbel 
Augj.t   17,    1981 
Page   3 


•  rea    In   the   future    to   Insure   that   deer   do   not  become   over-.bundant   «nd 
over-utilire   th.   range   as   vm   the  cue  during    the   1950'.. 

B.        Horey:      The   Department   of   Wildlife    1.  opposed    to  wllderne.. 
consideration   for    CM,  .re.   .t    thl.   time   for    the   iul   re.son.    li,t«i 

•  hove.      It   may   .Ho   b.  very    important,    for    the  wis.  m.n.ge.ent   of 
bighorn   sheep,    to  maintain   >cc».    Into    the  .re.   for   purpose,  of   h.bit.t 
improvement   which   my    Include  water   development.,    burning      etc        Th. 
designation  of    the  Moray   Peak  and   Bench   areas   could   have   .erlou. 
negative   Impact,   to    the  wildlife   resource.    In   the  futur.. 

'•        M»S  Saii-      Th.t   portion  of   the   Cr.nt    Hang.   In   the  vicinity 
of    Blue    Eagle    Kount.in    1.    .lmll.r    to    the   Hot    Creek.    Rang,    la    th.t    It 
provide,   an   extremely    important  wintering   ,„d   migration   .re.   for  nil. 

'"'"*"    °°™«lly    found    during    the    .,..,    month,   on    th.   Wl.lt.    Pin. 
Mountain   Rang..      Acc...   1.  very   limited   at    the   present    time    In   moat 
•tea.    because   of    th.    steep    terrain    In    the    upper    elev.tlon.    and    gener.l 
ot'wlldMf  ""'    th"u'hout   thl*   •«"<""   •!    th.   .t.t..      The   Oep.rtment 

!,      .      oppose,    th.   wilderne..  de.lgn.tlon  of    thl.   .re.   bec.u..  of 
posalble   future   adverse   laip.ct.   .nd   current   n.ed    to   i 
nccese   Into    the   area.  ' 


vld.  hunter 


If  you  have  any  questions  regarding  the  comment.,  dan  cont.ct 
our  «.no  offlc.  at  784-6214  «  your  earliest  convenient. 

Sincerely, 

JOSEPH   C.    CREEHI 


^JU-J^-S^c^lf- 


Ceorge^K.  TBuk&moto 
Acting  Director 


VKJ.J*, 


Region  III 

ko6£  StrfclCl&v%c 
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P-tUtHAL       BtliUU«tlON     HEViEW     COMMITTEE 


X 


I dwa  rd  F  .  Spang.  State  Director 
Bureau  of  Land  Hanayement  -  Nevada 
hev  add  State  Office 
P. G.  Bo*  1 ^000 
Heno,  NV   89SZ0 


11-27 


Clear  Ed  : 

Thank  you  for  (letting  our  comment*  on  HLM's  wilderness  proposals 
lor  trte  Tunopah  Resource  Area,   Althouyh  we  have  no  specific  com- 
nents  it  this  lime,  we  would  lite  you  to  be  aware  of  our  general 
position  regarding  wilderness  areis. 

First  of  all,  the  Nevada  legislature  has  recognized  wilderness 
areas  as  a  proper  use  for  some  of  Nevada's  public  lands.   Chapter 
121.54  7?  of  the  Nevada  Revised  Statutes,  which  1s  a  portion  of 
MevadJ's  "Sagebrush  Rebellion"  law,  is  enclosed  for  your  infor- 
mation.  We  definitely  anticipate  that  we  will  endorse  some  of 
your  wilderness  proposals  at  a  later  date. 


c  o  n  d  1  y 
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ve  been 
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t1  cm  a  1  1  eve 
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vada  . 
.  r  own 
our  entire 


y  o  ve 

com  in 


pec  1  f 

of  BL 
comp 


trongly  recommend  that  the  Nevada  BLM,  BLM 
1,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  establish 
w  and  comment  period  In  19B6  regarding  all  BLH 
atlons  for  Nevada.   He  believe  that  the  c 1 1 1  - 
rnmental  entitles,  special  interest  groups,  as 
It tee  should  be  given  an  opportunity  to  com- 
wilderness  package  before  1t  goes  on  to 
e  tnat  we  will  also  be  in  a  better  position  to 
derness  area  proposals  after  recommendations 
source  areas  and  more  detailed  mineral  surveys 


ed. 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  this  matter. 


Sincerely, 


M^^j 


orman  I)  .  61  a  ser 
Cha  i  rma n 


NDu/jld 

cc:     Nevada  (.onyressioiiol  Delegation 

Robert  Bur  ford  ,  Director,  BLM 

Leslie  A,  Hon  roe 


" 


11-2?      Please    realize    chat   each   wilderness    study    area    Is    Juged    individually 
on    its    owo    me  ri  ts .       The    decision    to    recommend  ail,    none ,    or    any   pare 
of    a  WSA   lu    made    by    analyzing  each   WSA   separately.       A  total   of    120    d«yi 
of    review    period  has    been    open    to    Federal,    State,    local    government, 
Indian    tribes    and    all    organizations    and    industrial   groups,    as    well    as 
Individuals.      Congress   has   the   perogative    to  hold  any   other  meetings    thay 
so   desire,    however,    there   haa   been   ample   opportunity    to   comment   on  each 
WSA   proposal. 


It   should  alao   be 
completion    of    mi 


loted   that   a    r 
..__"al    roporta    by 
Thia    review  will    be    limited 
icance    of    these    reports. 


■lew   period  will   be   held   following    the 

U  of    Mines    and    the    U.S.    Geological 
ver,    to    the    content    and  aignif- 
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3i  1.5*77  COMHOL  AND  SAl.L  U»  SI  AIL  LANDS 


.12) 

SWT7     Ohjettl 

Ci  in  idmlnis 

ol    Nc 

■  dm.riisieied 

T't^cr 

se  miuul  les 

vices,    wildlif 

lui-h  a  i 


The  public  land* 
pad 


Ufa, 


.  h.sio 


,  In  tarn 


pi  chin  uric  nits  and  artifacts,  paieontoiogna.1 
resources  and  to  pcimii  ihe  de^  elopmcm  o!  compatible  public  usei  [or 
FeciCalHHt,  JgdLuliufc,  ranching,  mi  rung  and  umber  production  and 
ihc  development,  producing  and  irar.smivnon  ol  energy  ind  oilier 
public  utility  scr.ices  undci  piiiiciples  oJ  multiple  use  which  provide 
ihc  Kr:-,ncii  benrln  10  ihc  people  of  Nevada 
[Added  lo  NKS  by  J»7».  1365.  A  \9H.  323) 

32I-S9I     Ibspos*!  of  publk   IihuU:  lr(i,l.l„r  authorisation  rcauirrd- 
Itatc  land  rrgisliar  tn»)   dispose  ol  lands  iu   nm 
tier  is  Federal  Government;  dcpusll  of  proceeds, 

1.  F-*cept  as  provided  in  lubiecnon  2.  no  sale,  conveyance  or  other 
disposal  of  Use  public  landi  may  be  pe/mmed  or  amhortzed  by  ihe 
Halt  [and  regriinr,  unless  specifically  authorized  by  an  an  of  the  lea- 
islaiute  criacicd  after  July  1.  1979. 

2  To  Ihe  eMent  thai  [he  public  lands  may  be  conveyed,  [cased 
permiiied.  or  licensed  by  ihe  Federal  Government  or  any  of  it*  agen- 
cies, ihe  suie  [and  registrar  is  hereby  authorized  lo  convey,  leave, 
license  or  permn  ihe  use  of  public  lands  lo  the  t.ame  extent  or  in  ihe 
same  maimer  as  those  lands  are  conveyed,  leaved,  licensed  or  per  muted 
to  be  used  by  ihe  Federal  Goveinmem  or  any  of  us  agencies. 

3  All  proceed!  of  fees,  rerui,  royalties  or  oiher  money  paid  to  ihe 
stale  under  NHS  321.5*6  10  321  599,  inclusive,  must  be  depostted  with 
the  naie  treasurer  lor  credn  lo  ihc  stale  general  fund 

(Added  to  NKS  by  1979.  I  365) 

321.5VS3  Lnaolhorued  disposal  of  public  lands  It  told;  slate  uulho- 
ruitioa  required  for  use.  management,  disposal  of  public  lands; 
injunctions;  action  lo  recover  c  on  side  ra  lion  received  from  unlawful 
disposition  of  public  inns. 

1.  Eacepl  as  ii  ts  authorized  pursuani  to  NKS  321.5973  or  except  n 
ii  may  be  authorized  by  ihe  slate  land  registrar  pursuant  lo  any 
authority  conferred  upon  him  by  law,  any  sale,  lease,  exchange, 
encumbrance  or  oihe/  disposal  ol  any  parcel  of  or  any  iniercsi  in  Ihe 
public  lands  is  sold 

2.  An>  pciiun  *hu  intends  lo  per  I  or m  or  who  actually  carries  ou| 
ani  »vi  wnh  respect  lo  the  use.  management  or  disposal  ol  any  of  ihe 
ptfbtK  lands  under  color  ol  »ns  suiuie.  ordinance,  regulation,  cusu.iu 
oi  usagi  ol  Ihe  Urmcd  Stales  oi  oiherwise.  Shall  obtain  wiiiien  auihii. 
rizaiion  Iron*  ihe  Male  land  icgisirai  approving  or  confirming  any  such 
tci ,  »rti.ti  authorization  shall  be  given  only  lo  the  extern  ii  is  auiho- 
ii/cd  under  the  laws  of  ilus  siaie 

3.  Any  person  *ho  docs  noi  obtain  wmien  auihorizaiion  liom  ihe 
siaie  Uutd  registrar  as  requ.ied  by  luhseciion  2  may  be  enjoined  bi  I  be 
s<a.e  land  regi.i.ar  liom  attempting  10  perform  or  continuing  to  curry 
oui  any  aci   respecting  ihe  use,   management  or  disposal  ol  any  of  the 


I  >i\  isum  ol  Stuic  1  iiutls 

July   23,    198'2 


J] in    l'ox 

District    Manager 

Bureau   of    Land    Management 

Second   antl  Scoit   Streets 

Battle   Mountain,    Nevada   8982(1 

Dear   Mr.  Fox: 

Enclosed    Is    a   resolution    adopted   by    the    Nevada    State    Land   Use 
Planning   Advisory  Council  at   their   meeting  on  June   11,   1982. 

u*   you    have    any   questions   or    comments,   please   give    me   a   call. 

Sincerely, 


1' 


Jec   K.  Shaw  ~rrlA- 


Admin  iatrator 


JKS/MH/Ja 

cc:         3LUPAC    Members 
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Jl  I  S  £  L  ^  T  J  O  £ 

NEVADA  STATE  LAND   USE   PLANNING    ADVISORY   COUNCIL 
RS  12-1 

WHEREAS,  the  Nevada  Slate  Land  Use  Planning  Advisory  Council  has  heard 
presentations  and  public  continents  expressing  concern  about  the  method  of  evaluation 
of   wilderness  study   areas  by   the   Bureau   of   Land   Management  and 

WHEREAS,  a  recommendation  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  to  close 
certain  "cherry  atem"  roads  and  to  combine  two  wilderness  study  areas  within  Iho 
Tonopah  Resource  Area  by  closing  •  road  between  them  violates  the  original  philosophy 
of   the   wilderness   study   process   and   may   set    a  precedent;  and 

WHEREAS,  there  b  concern  that  the  lack  of  sufficient  mineral  survey  data  and 
Ihe  classification  of  areas  based  on  past  mineral  production  may  adversely  affect  future 
exploration  of  areas  that  have  had  no  past  production,  yet  have  been  recognized  u 
potentially   productive;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has  indicated  that  they  are  being 
adversely  affected  by  federal  budget  cuts  and  there  Is  concern  that  important  areas 
of  study  may  not  receive  ihe  attention  they  deserve  and  that  decisions  may  be  reached 
without  thorough  evaluation;  and 

WHEREAS,  without  active  public  participation  In  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  Impact  study,  the  risk  of  recommendations  being  detrimental  to  a  county 
Is  great, 

NOW,  THEREFORE  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  all  Nevada  county  officials  become 
aware  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  Wilderness  Program  and  promote  public- 
Involvement   and   participation   In  the   wilderness  study  area  process;   and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  State  Land  Use  Planning  Advisory  Council 
disagrees  with  the  preferred  alternative  because  it  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
conventional  use  of   Nevada's  recreational   lands. 


o. 


/«^y»*»>«-< 


'*rt 


,SAMMYE   UCATDE,    CHAIRMAN 


f 


ADOPTED:      JUNE   11,    1962 


MINERALS 

CMPLDRATIQW 

COAIJTION 


PLEASB    WOTB    NEW    ADDJUSflS  i 


P.    O.     Box    15638 
Denver,    Colorado 
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July    29,    1982 


Mr.  Leslie  A.  Monroe 

Tonopah  Resource  Area  Manager 

P.O.  Box  911 

Tonopah,  Nevada   89049 

Dear  Sir: 

Thl8  letter  conatitutea  the  written  couimentB  of  the  Minerals 
Exploration  Coalition  IMEC)  on  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area 
Preliminary  Wilderness  Recommendations  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.   The  MEC  represents  mineral  exploration 
companies  and  individuals  conducting  hard  mineral 
exploration  on  federal  land. 

General  Comments 

The  geology  and  minerals  information  used  in  this  report  was 
prepared  under  contract  for  the  Air  Force  for  purposea 
related  to  possible  deployment  of  the  MX  missile  by  Furgo 
National/Ertec  Western  Inc.   While  It  may  be  the  best  data 
and  the  most  reliable  determination  of  mineral  potential,  it 
does  not  constitute  a  mineral  potential  assessment  derived 
from  complete  modern  geologic ,  geochemlcal  and  geophysical 
data.   It  la  hoped  that  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Geological ,  Energy,  Minerals  (GEM)  resources  assessment 
contracts  now  underway  will  develop  more  data. 

A  serious  omission  in  this  report  is  the  absence  of  a  map 
showing  the  extent  and  location  of  existing  and  ongoing 
mineral  exploration  activities.   Mine  workings  and  mining 
clai  ms  shou Id  be  described  and  shown ,   Information  obtained 
from  other  sources  indicates  that  more  than  300  mi  ning 
claims  are  present  in  the  WSA1 s.   These  claims  indicate  that 
the  potential  for  mineral  resources  la  being  explored 
currently  in  these  areas. 
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If  a  large  number  of  unpatented  mining  claims  are  included 
in  designated  wilderness  areas,  costly  and  time  consuming 
adminiat  rative  problems  are  likely  to  occur.   After 
wilderness  designation,  the  validity  of  all  unpatented 
claims  must  be  determined  before  a  work  plan  can  be 
approved.   Mineral  examiners  must  Inspect  and  sample  each 
claim  and  render  their  flndlngsj  the  claimant  will  likely 
challenge  these  findings  and  legal  action  may  follow. 

In  vitiw  of  the  fact  that  wilderness  areas  designated  after 
December  31,  1983  will  be  withdrawn  from  appropriation  under 
the  mining  and  leasing  laws ,  we  believe  that  all  areas  with 
mineral  and  energy  potential  should  be  excluded  from 
wi Iderness  designation,  even  though  no  economic  deposit  1 s 
now  known.   The  withdrawal  limitations  will  preclude 
collection  of  new  data  and  new  areas  of  mineral  potential 
wi 11  not  be  found.   With  new  discoveries  effectively 
stopped,  the  policy  of  excluding  all  currently  known  mineral 
potential  from  wi Iderness  should  be  followed,  so  that 
exploration  of  these  areas  will  not  be  restricted  and 
minerals  might  yet  be  produced.   Explorationi  sts  tend  to 
look  at  the  long  term  because  the  lead  time  of  discovery  may 
be  ten  to  fi  f teen  years .   The  Impact  of  wi Id ernes B  on 
minerals  should  be  assessed  over  the  long  term  (a  century  or 
more) .   We  believe  that  land  use  decisions  ahould  be  in 
conformity  with  the  policy  statements  made  in  the  National 
Minerals  Program  Plan  and  Report  to  CongreBS  released  by  the 
President  in  April. 

Specl f 1c  Comments 

Kawich 


The    presence    of    substantial    known    mineral    deposits    in    the 
area    and    favorable    geologic    environment    for    both    energy    and 
mineral    resources    indicate    that    this    area    should    not    be 
recommended    for    wilderness    designation.      The   HEC    supports 
the    preferred    alternative   of    nonsuit ability    for    wilderness . 

Rawhide   Mountain 


The    presence    of    the   Tybo   mining    district    in    the    WSA    and    the 
favorable   geologic    envi  ronment    far    both    energy    and    mineral 
resources    indicate    that    thia    area    shoo  Id    not    be    recommended 
for    wilderness    designation.       The    MEC    supports    the    preferred 
alternative    of    nonauitffbility    for    wi Iderness. 


Please    refer   to   Chapter   Three   of    this    document   where   you   fill   find  nape 
for  each   WSA  which   include   a   map   entitled   Mining   Claims   and  Mineral    Leasca. 
These   maps   show  all   known    legal   claims  which   had  been    filed  at    the    tloa 
the   draft   document  was   published. 


Also,    Chapter   Three   describes    the   number   and    type   of 
in  each   WSA   under    the    description   of   Minerals. 


claims    and    Leases    found 


An   alternative   analyzing  nondealgnation  has    been   completed   for   both  of 
these    WSAu .       It    will    be    considered    as   well    as    the    utlier  alternatives 
before    Congress   makes    a   final   decision  on   designation. 
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Fandango  -  Morey 

These  two  WSA'  s  have  similar  geology  and  similar  mineral  and 
energy  potent  la 1  with  major  areas  of  mineral  potential. 
Whi  le  the  preferred  alternative  does  reduce  the  amount  of 
known  mineralized  land  included  in  the  recommended 
wilderneaB,  it  still  contains  large  areas  of  potential. 
These  WSA ' a  should  be  recommended  as  nonsui table  for 
wilderness  deaig nation. 


The  recommendati 
the  road  is  ques 
entity  particula 
The  Federal  Land 
wi  lderneas  area 
roadleas.  The  d 
a  highly  controv 
of  this  situatio 
quest  ion  the  leg 
this  can  be  done 
in  the  Bureau  of 
to  be  roaded  may 
rbada . 

Pal  1 sade  Meaa 


on  to  join  these  two  areas  as  one  by  closing 
tionable.   A  road  is  an  important  legal 
rly  in  determining  wilderness  suitability. 

Management  and  Policy  Act  stateB  that  a 
must  be  at  least  5000  acres  in  area  and 
efinltion  of  a  road,  as  you  know,  has  become 
r  o l al  and  very  Important  issue.   In  view 
,  it  does  not  seem  reasonable  and  we 
ality  of  arbitrarily  closing  a  road .   I f 
with  impunity  and  becomes  accepted  practice 
Land  Management ,  many  areas  once  considered 
be  declared  roadless  by  a  imply  closing  the 


This  area  is  shown  to  have  significant  mineral  and  energy 
resource  potential  and  even  though  the  preferred  alternative 
reduces  the  area,  a  substantial  mineral  and  energy  resource 
potential  is  included.   MEC  urges  that  the  entire  area  be 
recommended  as  unsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  Wall 

All    of    this    area    is    shown    to    have    low    mineral    and    energy 
potential;    nonetheless,    it    should    remain    open    so    that    future 
explorat  ion    can    be    conducted    to   obtain    more    data    necessary 
to    assess    Its    true    potential.       We    all    know    that    many    areas 
once   considered    n on -mineral    are   now    the    sites    of    mines.      The 
MEC    believes    the    WSA    should    be    recommended    aa    unsuitable    for 
wi  Idem  ess. 

South    Reveille 

The    preferred    alternative    includes    a    portion    of    an    area 
shown    to    have   good   mineral    potential    for    metals    within    a    few 
miles    of    the    New    Reveille    mining    district    while    excluding 
some    areas    of    mineral    and    energy    potential .       We    favor 
non- wi lder ness    recommendation    for    this    area. 


12-3      There    are    two    Important   points    that   need    to    be    addreaaed; 

(1)  The   proposed  action    for   this   WSA   does   not    reccmnend    the    closure   of 

South  Slxaile   Road. 

(2)  It    la    not    the    intent   of    the    Bureau    to   acbitratily    close    roads,    howev 
it   in   within   thtlr   authority    to   do   ao.      After   careful  evaluation,    in   certain 
circumstances   it   may   be   deemed   necessary    to   cloBe    roads    to   adequately   manage 

l    designated  wilderness    area. 
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Blue  Eagle 

The  presence  of  jasper old  tones  In  sedimentary  rocka  and 
Intrusive  bodies  with  tungsten  and  other  metals  in  the  known 
mining  districts  are  strong  indicators  that  ore  deposits  may 
be  nearby .   Thi  s  area  shou Id  remain  open  to  mineral 
exploration.   While  the  preferred  alter native  is  smaller 
than  the  WSA,  the  MEC  favors  a  recommends t ion  of 
nonsultability  for  wi  Ider  ness  designation'. 

Grant  Range 

The  MEC  favors  the  preferred  alternative  to  recommend  the 
area  bb  unsuitable  for  wi lderness  des  ig nation. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportuni  ty  to  comment  upon  this  draft 
en vi ronmental  impact  statement . 


MINERALS  KXPLORATION  COALITION 


jU« 


p  ty+jti 


John  D.  Wells 
Managing  Director 


ttay   17,1982 


Leslie  A.    Monroe 

Area  Manayer 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Tonapah  Resource  Area 

P.O.Box  911 

Tonopah,NV  89049 


RE:  Draft  Tonapah  Prel  jjitrnary  WildernesB   toLxrnmendatiunB   EIS 

Mr.   Monroe, 

I   would   like   to  offer  my  support   for   the  BLM's  Preferred  Alternative 
selection  of  488, OUO  acres  within  the  TOnopah  Resource  Area  as  wilder- 
ness designation.  The  closure     oE  South  Six  Male  Road  allowing  the 
inclusion  of  Fandango  and  Morey  Wi  Lderness  Study  Areas  within  the  desig- 
nation  is  wholeheartedly  supported. 

Inclusion   in  the  National   I  Ji  lderness  Preservation  System  as  proposed  will 
result    m   the  establishment  of   the   first  Pinyon-Juniper  V*xriland  Ecosystem 
and  greatly    increase  the  Great   Basin  Sagebrush  Ecosystem  now  currently 
represented  by  only   a  small   area    in  California. 

Please  keep  me   informed  on   tliis   inportant   issue. 


Sincerely 

Charles  Hrol 

Route   1,    Box   106-72 

Wurman,  CK     73069 

oc: Servitor  Howard  Cannon 
Senator  Paul   Laxalt 
CongresHtnan  James  San  tin! 


Comment  Letter    14 


Comment  Letter  14 


May   7,    1982 


343b   Indian  Lane 
Reno,    Nevada   89506 


Bureau  of    Land  Management 
P.    0.    box  911 
lonopah,   Nevada     89049 


This    letter   is   In   response   to   the   "Drart-Tonopah   Preliminary  Wilderness 
Recommendations   Environmental    Impact   Statement"  which  was   released   to   tne 
public  on  April   9.    1982. 

My  purpose   in  this   letter  Is    to  protest   several   of  the  decisions   and   re- 
commendations   in  trie  document  which   pertain   to   the   treatment  of  mineral 
.potential   and  inclusion  of  known  and  acknowledged  roads   into  wilderness 
study  areas    ("roadless"   areas). 

In  general,   as   regards  mineral   and  energy  potential   within  USA's.    I   object 
to   the  apparent  cavalier  and  wholesale   dismissal    of  mineral    and  energy 
potential   of  the  lands   Included   In  the  various  USA's.     This   dismissal 
occurs    in  spite  of   the   fact   that   there  are  major  known  occurrences   of  base 
and  precious  metals   (such  as   Tybo)   and   recent  discoveries  of  base,   precious 
and  strategic  minerals   (such  as   the   tin-bearing  porphyry  molybdenum  deposit 
at  Horey   Peak  J. 

I    also  object   to   the  manner  of  mineral   and  energy   resource   appraisal,   whereby 
tne  MX  Mineral    Resources   Survey,   Nevada-Utah   Siting  Area,   prepared  by   Fugro 
National,    Inc.   was  used.     First,    1  believe   the  value  and  quality   of  this  MX 
report   is  questionable.      Second,    the  objectives   of   the  MX   report  were  not 
designed   to   provide   trie   rigorous   and   integrated   information  so   necessary  to 
a  mineral    and  energy   resource  appraisal    of  an  area  whlcn   is   subject   to 
potential    permanent  withdrawal. 

f  urtfiermore,    it   should  be  apparent   that   lands   previously  valueless   or  of  low 
Mineral    potential    utilizing   present   concepts   of  ore   formation  may  become   the 
"riot    sputs"   In   the    future.      The  presence   of   known  occurrences   plus   recent 
discoveries   combined  with   the  MX  Mineral   Appraisal,    inadequate  as    it    is, 
still    Indicate     the  enormous   mineral    and  energy   potential   of  the  subject 
USA's,    therefore,    I   believe  that   the    Kawich,    Rawhide  Mountain,    Fandango, 
Morey,    Palisade  Mesa,    The   nail,   South  Hevellle   and  Blue   Eagle  USA's   should  be 
returned  to  multiple  use  management. 

I   object   to   the   recommendation  that  62  miles   of  existing   roadway  be  closed. 
Ihe   first   page  of   the  Draft   refers   to   Section  603  of   the   Federal    Land   Policy 
and  Management  Act  of   197b,  which  mandates   the   review  of   public   land   roadless 
areas.      Ihe   intent  of   this  Act  is  not  to  close  areas  with  roads   in  order  to 
create  wilderness.      The   intent   1s   to    identify  existing  roadless   areas.      Since 
the   Tonopan  BLM  originally  defined   the  Morey   Peak,   Fandango,    Palisade  Mesa 
1  A—-2  £"''   Ihe  Ud"   WSA's   by  utilizing  acknowledged   roads   as   boundaries,    I    would  be 
interested  to  hear   the   rationalization  which   recommends   the   Inclusion  of 
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\b'i  miles   of   these   same    roads   into  USA's    (roadless   areas) 


Ihe   recwrinenddtiuri   that   roads   be   closed,    "rehabilitated,"   and    included   in 
wilderness   seems   to  me   to  be   In  direct   contradiction   to   the   stated   intent 
of   tne   197b  mandate.      Ratner   than   road  closure   and   rehabilitation,    it    1s   my 
opinion   that   the  area'.,   under  consideration   (Horey   Peak,   Fandang«,    Palisade 
Mesa,   and  Tne  Wall)   do  not  meet  wilderness   criteria  and  should  be   returned 
to  multiple   use  management. 


Sincerely 


John   £.    Hiner 


E.    Spang 

B.   Warren 

Congressman   Santlni 
Senator  Laxalt 
Senator  Cannon 


Response  Letter  1.4 


The    -in  ia    and    t  Lading*    at    KUGRO  Rational.    Inc.     (now    ERTKC)    were    fait 
to    be    Che    beat    information    currently    aaaeitbled   and    avallabla.       Mine- ml 
retourcea   survey    report*   will  also    bo   prepared  by    the   U.S.    Gaologlcal 
Survey    and    :  he    U.S.    Bureau   of    Mines    on    all    areas    with    a   prall  ml  nary 
recoan^ndiiLloa   aa    suitable    for   wllderneaa    destination,       Hiia    additional 
Blnaral    reiouccti    inforaation   will   become    part   of    the    information    used 
by    the   Secretary   of    Interior   In  Baking  his    final   recommendation. 


Die    kegulationa  of    Lap lcm-iu lug    the   Procedural  Provisions   of    the   Hational 
Environmental   Policy   Act    (40   CFH  part    1502.14)    requires   agencies    to    rlgor- 
oualy    explore    and    abjectlvely    evaluate    all    reasonable    alternatives.       The 
alternative's,    including    the    recommendation    to    close    roads    under    the 
manageability    alternta  tlve ,    provide    the    decisionmaker   with    several    completa 
and    reasonable    resource    management    alternatives    from  which    to    choose . 
The   plan   allows    for   reasonable   acess    for  all  valid   rights   established 
prior   to   the    tine   an   area   Is   designated  as  wilderness. 
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Rene,   Nevada  twblj 


bureau  of   Land  Management 
P.    0.    box   911 
Tonopah,   Nevddd  89049 


May  6,    1982 


Re:  Draft  Tonopah  Preliminary 
Wilderness  Recommendations 
Environmental    Impact   Statement 


This    letter   is    In    response   to   the   captioned  document  which  was   prepared  by   tne 
Tonopah   Resource   Area  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  at  Tonopah,   Nevada. 

Tne  purpose  of  tnls   letter  Is  to  protest  some  of  the  recommendations  made   In 
tfte   captioned  document  with   respect   to   roads. 

During   tne  period  when   the  Wilderness   Study  Areas  were   being  outlined   numerous 
individuals   and  organizations  expressed   concern   that   the   roads    In   the  Morey   Peak, 
fandango,    Palisade  Kesa   and  Ihe  Wall    Wilderness   Study  Areas   made    them  unsuitable 
for  wilderness.      Ihe  BLH  at   that   time  took   tne  position  tnat   the  existing  roads 
did  not  detract   from  the  wilderness   characteristics   of  those   areas. 

how   tne  BLM   is   re commend i  ng   that  63  mi  les    (P.    2-8  of  above  document)   of   roads   be 
closed!      Some  of   the   roads   recommended   for  closure   form  the  boundaries   between 
tr.e  Morey   Peak   and   Fandango  WSA's   and  between   the   Palisade  Mesa   and   The  Wall 
wJA's.      The  otner   roads    recommended   for  closure   are   dead-end   roads   which   have 
been   "cherry   stemmed"    into  the  WSA '  s . 

It  is  my  opinion  that  since  the  8LM  now  believes  that  the  existing  roaas  must  be 
closed  and  renabf litated  to  make  the  WSA's  suitable  tor  wilderness  classification 
the  Morey  Peak,  fandango.  Palisade  Mesa  and  The  Wall  areas  should  be  recommended 
for  return    to  multiple   use  management , 


Sincerely, 
R.    I.    Forest 


cc.  E.  Spang 

J.  fo* 

Congressman  Sun 
Senator  Laxalt 
Senator  Cannon 


JOHN  MART 


April    £5,     198£ 


Vex 


Jir .    Leslie    A.    Monroe 
Tonopah  Reeouroe    Area   Manager 
Building  10£,    Military  Clrolo 
Tonopah,    Nevada.    69049 

Dear  Mr.   Honroe;  %*% 

Thsnks    for   the   opportunity  to  oommont   on  the   UBIS   on  Preliminary 
Wilderness  Recommendations   In  the   Tonopah  EA. 

With   Blight   reservations ,    I   favor  the    "Emphasis  on  Manageability" 
Alternative.      It  seems   the  moat  intelligent   or  the   five. 

I  can    see  no    Justification   for  recommending   against   classification 
of  over   half  the   acreage,   as    the  Preferred  alternative   doea. 
Your  analyaia    makes    It    clear    that  none    of    the    alternatives    will 
make   any  appreciable   difference   to  the   looal  economy,    so   there 
ie  no   fundamental   oonfllot     requiring   compromise   to  be   resolved. 

On   the   other   hand,    the   wilderness-related  benefits   of  primitive 
recreation  and    solitude    do   Increase   with   acreage    classified  and 
protected   from   distracting   intrusions.        It  Is  quite  wrong  to 
suggest,    as    the    document    does    on  page    £-13,    that    these   benefits 
are   the    same   under   the  Preferred   and  Manageability  Alternatives! 

Some    apeoifla    comments    by   area; 

fandango-Morey :      Three   cheers   for  persevering   in  the   plan   to   close  tha 

South  Slimlle   Canyon  RoadI      This  aotlon  will  maks 
the    combined    area    a    first-rate    unit.      However,    the    boundaries   proposed 
In    the    Manageability  Alternative   are    better   than    in    the    Preferred! 
the    Preferred    leaves    some    of    those   cherry-stem  roads    open.      Tar 
better    to  oloao    them  all    and    smooth    the    boundary. 

I   am  not   eo   pleased   with  the   idea  of  excluding  Morey  Benoh.      I'm  unable 
to    comment    on  detail    on    the   merits — juot   how   great   the    need   may 
be    for  intrusive   management    for    the   benefit   of   deer.      But   it    seems 
a    pity    to    me    that    valley  areas  are    VBB  so    systematically    excluded 
from    the   reoommendstiona.      Here   and    there   the  BLM  ahould  endorse 
Wilderness   unite    including   valley  lands,    and  make   the    commitment 
to  protect   the   wlldness  of   those    lands. 

Pallaadc-The    Wall:      The   Manageability  alternative   has   the   best 

boundaries,    dosing  oherrystem  roads   and   fusing 
the   two  areas    Into  one. 
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Blue   Baglc:    Adding  750  aorea  to  round   out   the  west   edge   stims  a  good 

idea.      However,    the  Preferred  Alternative  is  weaJt  la 
that   it   leavee   cherr-yston   roads   open--all   should  be   cloned. 

The    Blue    Eagle    proposal    contains    a  more    basic    flaw.      The    small 
roadless   area    due  east    of   Blue    Kagle  Mountain   itself    should   iavo 
become    a    WSA,    and   this    »Sa    should    have    been   oombined    with    the 
BIub   Haglo   area   in  a   unified  Wilderness   proposal,    on   the  model 
of  Uorey-Fandango.      These   boundaries   would    put  Blue   Hagle 
Mountain   at    the    oore    of    a   generous   unit,    not    near    one    edge; 
some   valuable   water  sources   would   also  have  been    added  to  the 
Wild erne  as    proposal. 

I   would    urge   most    strongly    that   the   BLM  taJce   the    initiative    now 
to   put   forward  an  expanded  Blue   Eagle   Wilderness  proposal. 

South  Hevellle :    The   valley   landa   in  this    unit   Bhould  be   retained, 
as  in  the  Manageability  Alternative.      Maybe   this 
oould   be   ths   Resouroe  Area's  one  major   example    of   primitive 
valley   lands. 

One   point    I   miaaod   in   general   oonuaonts  at   the   beginning  of   this 
letter;      high  erosion   potential  areas   in  the  WSAs    surely  ought 
to  be   recoouaonded   for  Wilderness,    aa  moat  of   then,  are   in  the 
Manageability  Alternative. 

kgaln,    I   appreciate   the  chanoo  to   review  this  dooument . 

3inoerely , 


^iMr 
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f    O    to.   7I7C 


noranda 


Id     [7W)  7U-M0I 


June    25,    19B2 


Mr 


Leslie  A.  Monroe,  To nop ah  Resource  Area  Manager 
uui  eau  of  Land  Management, 
i'.  0   Box  911  . 
Tonopah,  (Nevada  89049 

Re :   Draft  En vi r on mental  Impact  State me nt 

Prel  lini nary  Wilderness  Recommendations 

Tonupah  Resource  Area ,  Nevada 


Please  accept  these  comments  concerning  the  above  DEIS 
on  behalf  oi    Noranda  Exploration.  Inc. 

I'd  like  first  to  make  some  general  comments  regarding 
some  of  cne  methods  and  policies  evident  in.  the  study. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  proposes  to  combine  the  Fandango 
Hnd  Horey  wilderness  sLudy  areaa  by  closing  South  Sixmlle 
Road    Three  "clierrystem"  roads  in  the  Fandango  WSA  are  also 


i ecomraended 
the  ru 


ded  to  be  closed,   BLM 's  goal  Ln  proposing  to 
a    is  Lu  enhance  the  areas   manageability. 


c  lose 


This  procedure  is  a  clear  violation  of  the  intent  of  the 
wilderness  program  aa  expressed  in  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964 

and  FLPMA.   The  Wilderness  Act  requires  that  a  wilderness 
have  at  least  5000  acres  or  be  of  sufficient,  size  to  make 
practicable  its  preservation  and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition. 
FLPMA  mandates  review  of  "roadless  areas  of  5000  acres  or 
more  "   In  other  words,  an  area  must  be  both  roadless  and 


manageable  without  using  artificial 
If  the  Moi'ey  and  Fandango  WSA ' 


means  to  render  it  so. 

re  not  road  less  and  man- 
ageable without  closing  and  rehabilitating  roads,  they  simply 
do  not  qual ifyaswilderness. 

Also  of  concern  to  Noranda  is  the  quality  of  the  mineral 
resource  data  used  by  BLM  in  the  study.   Aa  you  know,  the 
information  was  developed  by  Fugro  for  uae  by  the  Air  F6rce 
in  its  MX  DEIS.   Fugro's  only  field  work  Involved  visits  to 
document  the  exestence  of  operating  properties.   No  original 
data  were  collected. 
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In  addition,  both  "high"  and  "good"  mineral  potential 
designations  were  contingent  upon  evidence  of  past  or  present 
production.   Moat  areas  labeled  as  having  "speculative''  mineral 
potential  simply  have  unknown  potential.   Several  of  the 
recent  discoveries  of  major  Carlin-type  gold  deposits  were 
made  it,  areat.  that  had  had  no  past  production.   H  ad  this  study 
been  made  a  few  years  previously,  those  areas  would  likely 
have  been  labeled  as  having  "speculative"  potential. 

A  large  portion  of.  Noranda ' a  exploration  is  conducted 
in  areas  which  would  be  classified  as  "speculative."   Criteria 
such  as  the  type  of  locks  present  and  the  amount  of  fracturing 
in  them  are  quite  often  more  important  than  evidence  of 
past  production. 

The  U5CS  cr  Lhe  bureau  of  Mines  must  conduct  a  mineral 
study  which  will  accompany  the  final  EIS.   The  General 
Accounting  Office  recently  evaluated  USGS/BOM  mineral  studies 
in  a  report  entitled  "Mineral  Data  in  the  Service's  Roadless 
diid  Evaluation  (RARE  II)  Is  Misleading  and  Should 
GaO  reports . 


Area    Re 
be    Corr 


Many    mineral    rating*    in    the    RARE    II    report    for    the 
five    We a tern    States    ws    examined    are    misleading. 
The    RARE    II    report    misleads    its    reader    Into    thinking 
thut,     in    many    study    areas,    there    was    little    or    no 
m    ineral    potential    at    all   when,     in    reality,    mineral 
data    was    (sic)    either    not    available    or    insuffic- 
ient."     Also    -    "    a    Forest    Service    geologist    described 
an    Instance    in    Region    1    in   which    oil    and    gat* 
potential    in    one    study    area    was    rated    zero    because 
there    was    noileaae    activity    or   geologic    data 
indicating    the   presence    of    minerals.       However, 
subsequent    to    the    completion    of    RARE    II,    signif- 
icant   oil    and   gas    lease    activity    occurred.       The 
geologist    said    that    if    he    had    to    rate    the    area 
today,    a   moderate    to    high   oil    and    gas    potential 
would    result.       Whereas    the    presence    of    exploration 
interest    may   be    an    indicator    of  mineral    potential, 
we    believe    the    absence    of    such    interest    does    not 
automatically    indicate    zero    potential    as    a    U.    S. 
Geological    Survey  mineral    expert    agrees.       The    official 
stated    there    are    many   areas    in   which    little    is 
known    and    explorattun   of    some    form   would    be    neces- 
sary   to    provide    proper    evaluation    of    the    mineral 
potential.       Wyoming's    overthrust    belt    is    a    classic 
example    of    an   area    thought    to    have    low  oil    and    gas 
potential    several    years    ago,    but    which    today    is 
one    of    the   most    promising   onshore    oil    and   gas    pros- 
pects .  "  * 


er    to    respond    12-3    to    the    Minerals    Exploration   Coalition. 


iatlon   proceaa    uaed    to    determine    the    recommendation    for  each 
available    data   una    uaed.       Not    all    paleoiolc  sediments 

■a la    nor    does    100   bIiUuk    tUlna    make    a    valid    discovery. 
actual   potential   in    unknown.       Unknown    doea   not  mean   known 
ana    cannot    Be    aaaumed    to    infer   potential    reBour^ea.       The    Bureau   la 
relying    upon    the    Bureau    of    Minea    and    U.S.    ueoloxical   Survey    to   evaluate 
and    further    detlne    the   mineral    potential    of    die    WSAa    recommended    for 
WilUemewa    denization.       This    Information    u-ili    be    reviewed,    and   il 
1L    U    bufflclctt    enough    w   warrant    a    ,_hanae    in    a    recommendation,    a 
supplement    will    be     Issued     to    make     that    change . 


WSA,  die  be; 
lirodu^e  min. 
Without   dat. 
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We  do  not  espouse  government  -  funded  exploration  programs 
We  Jo  suggest  that  areaa  be  classified  more  realistically 
according  to  mineral  potential  and  that  areas  with  unknown 
potential  not  necessarily  be  classified  as  (Speculative . 

As  Lite  House  Interior  Committee  Just  agreed  to  legis- 
lation which  will  prohibit  forever  the  exploration  of  wilder- 
ness areas,  it  becomes  more  critical  that  all  wilderness 
proposals  be  objectively  evaluated. 

More  specifically,  we  must  object  to  the  recommendations 
to  include  the  Morey  and  Fandango  areas  as  wilderness.   The 
areas  contain  nearly  100  mining  claims  and  geology  favorable 
for  discovery  of  mineral  deposits.   At  least  as  important, 
both  contain  roads  which  BLM  proposes  to  eliminate. 

The  Inclusion  of  the  South  Reveille  area  roust  also  be 
opposed.   It  too,  contains  areas  ui  fuvorable  geology  which 
should  remain  available  for  exploration.   It  also  contains 
more  than  90  mining  claims, 

The  mineral  potential  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  ha u    a  1  so 
been  underestimated    It  too  contains  Paleozoic  sediments 
favorable  for  mineral  deposition  and  borders  on  known  occur- 
elites    U  also  contains  over  100  mining  claims 

In  summary,  we  oiust  object  to  the  policy  of  pruputing 
"manufactured"  wilderness  areaa.   Additionally,  the  mineral 
potential  oi  the  WSA ' a  must  be  more  objectively  assessed. 


Sincerely, 

NORANLA  EXPLORATION,  INC. 


Joyce  Hall 
Landman 

cc :   Senator  Howard  Cannon 
Senator  Paul  Laxalt 
Congressman  Jim  Santini 
Robert  S,  Neel 
Mary  Ann  Nichols 
Robert  E.  Warren   * 
Pamela  Gene  Cosby 
Robert  Erickson 


^-t. 
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t  A  HOLUNGSWOAIH 


July    »,     iHtiZ 


Mr.    Leslie   a.    Hon rue 

Tor,  opart  RtiOurce  Ared  Manager 
Building  102  Military  Circle 
Toitapahj  Nevada  89049 


Coir.ir.Rnti  on  the  Draft  Preliminary 
wi  ldernens  Recommendations 
Envi  ronmental  Impact  Statement 


Dear 


Monroe: 


Following  aie  excerpts  from  certain  sectiona  of  tne 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976,  43  O.S.C.S. 
Seen.     1701     et     aeg  .  ,     which    are     relevant     to     the    wilderness 

prog  rami 


1701. 


declares    that 


provided     tor     in 
pa  r I lcu lar    pa  reel 


Declaration   of    Policy.    ta)    the    Congtesi 

i    the    policy    of    tha    United    States    that    

he  public  lands  shall  be  retained  In  federal 
3    a    result    of    the    land    use    planning    procedure 

this  Act,  it  ia  determined  that  disposal  of  a 
■fill    serve    the    national    interests) 

l2j  the  national  interst  will  be  beat  realised  if 
the  public  lands  and  their  resources  are  periodically  and 
systematicrtl  ly  inventoried  and  their  present  and  future  use  is 
pro  lected  through  a  land  use  planning  process  coordinated  with 
other    Federal    and    State    planning    efforts) 


I  7  )  qodls  and  ob  ject  l  ves  4pe  establ  i  shed"  by  law  aa 
Lines  fot  public  land  use  planning ,  and  that  managi-me  n  t  be 
IH.b's^s  of  .(Iiyit  i  g  1  e_u6e_and_&uat  a  i^ned_y  ield  unless 
rflse    specified   by    lawj     I  underscoring    added") 
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(12)  the  public  land  be  managed  in  a  manner  which 
recognizes  the  Nation's  need  for  domestic  sources  of  minerals, 
food,  timber  and  fiber  from  the  public  lands  including  the 
implementation  of  the  Mining  and  Minerals  Poll  cy__  Ac  t  __o  FTT5  7  0 
(64  Stat.  1876,  30  U. S . C . Sec ■ 21a )  as  it  pertains  to  the  public 
1  a  n id s  ;     (  underacor  ing    added  ) 


1702.  Definitions.  Without  altering  in  any  way  the 
meaning  of  the  following  terma  as  used  in  $ny  pther  statute, 
whether  or  not  such  statute  is  referred  to  in,  or  amended  by, 
this    Act,    aa    used    In    this    Act. 


(l.l  the  term  "principal  or  major  uses"  Includes, 
and  lb  Hun  ted  to,  domestic  livestock  grazing,  fish  and 
wTTdirr'e  SeveVopment  and  utilization,  mineral  exploration  and 
production ,  rig  h^s^ofzway,  outdoor  ra  creation,  an  3  t  imber 
production  (underscoring  added)  I  Not*  that  Wilderness  is  not 
defined   as    a    principal    or    major   use. 1 


1711.        Inventory    and     Identification. (a)    The 

Secretary  shall  prepare  and  maintain  on  •  continuing  basis  an 
inventory  of  all  public  landB  and  their  resource  and  other 
values  (including,  but  not  limited  to,  outdoor  recreation  and 
scenic  values)  giving  priority  to  areas  of  critical 
environmental  concern.  This  Inventory  shall  be  kept  current  bo 
aa  to  reflect  changes  in  conditions  and  to  identify  new  and 
emerging  resources  and  other  values.  The  preparation  and 
maintenance  of  such  inventory  or  iden t i f ica t iona  of  auch  areas 
Shall  not,  of  itself,  change  or  pravent  change  of  tha 
management    or    use    ot    public    land a. 
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1782.         Bureau     of    Land    Management    ullderneia    stud    . 

(a)      Within    fifteen    years    after    the    date    of    approval    of 

this  act  lenacted  Oct.  21,  1976],  the  Secretary  shall  review 
those  roadless  areas  of  five  thousand  acrea  or  more  and 
roadless  islands  of  the  public  lands,  _(ientiHed_duriiig 
Inventory  required  by  Section  201(a)  of  this  Act  X  A  3  U.S.C.S. 
Sec  .1711]  as  having  wilderness  character latlcs^deacrlbed  in  tha 
Wilderness  Act  of  September  3,  1964  17B  Stat. 890)  16  U.6.C. 
1131    et    seq. ... (underscoring    added) 

By  reference    to    the    above    cited     section*    and 
subsections   of    the    Federal     Land     Policy    and    Management     Act, 

IPLPMA)     it     is  obvious     that    the    congress,     in   declaring    tha 

policy    of     the  United     States    as    it     affects    public     lands, 

intended     that  the    managers    of    the    lands    be    sensitive    to   best 

interest  of  our  nation  in  reaching  decisions  concerning  such 
lands . 

To  assure  the  public  that  the  nation's  best  interests 
would  be  realized,  the  Congress  declared  as  a  matter  of  policy, 
|  that  the  lands  would  be  held  in  Federal  ownership!  that  tha 
lands  be  periodically  and  systematically  Inventoried)  that  tha 
present  and  future  cse  of  the  public  lands  be  projected  through 
a  land  use  planning  process  coordinated  with  other  Federal  and 
State  planning  efforts,  the  management  of  the  public  lands  ba 
on  the  basis  of  multiple  use  and  sustained  yield,  and  that  tha 
public  lands  be  managed  in  a  manner  which  recognizes  the 
nations  needs  for  domestic  sources  of  minerals,  food,  timber 
and    fiber    from    the    public    lands. 

To  further  assure  that  tha  beat  interests  of  tha 
nation  would  be  realized,  the  Congress  defined  the  "  P.I I  nc  I  c-a  l^ 
5  £!*_  E?  2 1°.  £_".£?»"  of  the  public  lands  to  include,  and  be  1  froi  ted 
to,  "domestic  livestock  grazing,  fish  and  wildlife  development 
and  use,  mineral  exploration  and  pcoduction,  rights  of  way, 
outdoor  recreation  and  timber  production".  Note  that 
"wilderness"  is  not  included  in  the  definition  of  the  tere, 
/principal    or    aajor    uses". 
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To  implement  its  express  declarations  of  policy,  the 
Cong  re  b  s  ordered  the  Secretary  of  Interior  to  prepare  and 
maintain,  on  a  continuing  basis,  "an  Inventory  of  all  public 
lands  and  their  resources  and  other  values".  The  Congress  also 
ordered  the  Secretary  to  development,  maintain  and,  if 
necessary,  revise  land  use  plans  in  participation  with  State 
and  local  governments  and  other  Federal  agencies.  (cf .  43 
U.S.C.S.    Sec. 1712) 

The  importance  of  the  inventory  is  manifest  In  those 
sections  of  fr'LPMA  relating  to  withdrawals,  (43  U.S.C.S.  Sac. 
1714)  acquisitions,  (Sec.  1715)  exchanges,  (Sec.  1716) 
conveyances  (Sec.  1718)  range  management ,  (Sec.  1751)  rights 
of  way,  (Sec.  1761)  and  wilderness  [Sec.  17821.  Without  a 
comprehensive  Inventory  of  the  public  lands,  aanageaent 
decisions  relating  to  any  of  the  above  listed  sections  would 
certainly  fall  short  of  congressional  intent  and  declared 
policy  concerning  land  use  planning  and  responsible  land 
management . 

However,  notwithstanding  the  express  intent  and 
directions  of  the  Congress,  to  say  nothing  of  its  declaration 
of  policy  concerning  the  management  of  public  lands,  tha 
Secretary  of  Interior,  through  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
(BLM)  proceeded  with  a  wilderness  program  which  completely 
ignores  the  relevant  provisions  of  both  the  Wilderness  Act  and 
FLPMA. 

To  begin  with,  in  the  section  of  FLMPA  concerning  the 
BLM  wilderness  study  (43  U.S.C.S.  Sec. 1782),  it  1b  stated  In 
unequivical  terms  that  the  Sec  retary  "review  those  roadless 
areas  of  five  thousand  acres  or  more,  and  roadless  islands  of 
the  public  land  identified  during  the  Inventory  required  by 
section  201_of_this_Act  [43  U.S.C.S.  Sec. 1711)  as  having 
wilderness    characteristics...".       ( underscoring    added)' 

Since  wilderness  is  not  a  principal  or  major  use  of 
she  public  lands,  and  for  all  practical  purposes  has  the  effect 
of  a  withdrawal  excluding  one  or  more  of  the  principal  or  major 
uses  for  two  or  more  years  ,  (cf  43  U.S.CS.  Sec.  1712(e)(2).) 
it     la     reasonable    to   expect    that    any    decision    resulting    in    tha 
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identification  of  public  lands  aa  being  suitable  for 
wilderness,  would  have  taken  into  consideration  the  effect  that 
wilderness  designation  would  have  on  the  principal  or  ia]or 
uses  of  the  lands  designated  as  wilderness  and  the  effect  that 
the  wilderness  designation  would  have  on  the  principal  or  major 
uses    of    the    surrounding    lands. 

As  is  obvious  from  a  review  of  the  draft 
envi ronmenta 1  impact  statement ,  the  nine  wilderness  study  areas 
(WSA)  described  in  the  statement  were  identified  with  only 
cursory  regard  to  the  Wilderness  Act  and  FLMPAand  are  therefore 
of    questionable  quality    if    not    unlawfully    constituted. 

Examples  of  the  unlawful  and  arbitrary  conduct  of  BLM 
personnel  while  performing  the  wilderness  review  are  an 
f ol  lows : 

|  1 .      On    pages    S-l    of    the  draft,    it    is    ntated    that: 

■The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM) 
wilderness  review  is  mandated  by  Section  603 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act    of     1976    xxx" 

Aa  pointed  out  above,  the  relevant  "mandate"  of 
Congress  required  the  Secretary  of  Interior  to  INVENTORY,  the 
public  lands.  The  review  of  roadless  areas  in  excess  of  5000 
acres  for  wilderness  potential  was  to  be  performed  AFTER  the 
inventory    process    had    been    accompli  shed . 

The  reason  for  performing  the  Inventory  first  are 
obvi ous    and    of    utmost    importance . 

Initially,  areas  reviewed  for  possible  inclusion  in 
the    wilderness    system  do    not    exist    In    a   vacuum. 

Many  areas,  where  the  land  may  be  roadless,  may  be 
subs  tan  tially  natural  and  may  have  outstanding  opportunities 
*for  eoli  tude  or  primitive  and  unconf  ined  recreation ,  could  not 
be  recommended  for  w*i  lderness  because  the  presence  of  a 
wilderness    area     in    the    vicinity   proposed    may    have    a    profound 


fulilU     law    ob-j//    ot    September    3,     1S>(>4,     ijomauii  I ,    known    a*    the    'Vilderoaaa 
Act"    est  ablished    [ltd    nuaidote    fur   preservation    of    reaourcea    for    "    tha 
pe  i  nuiiit  n  '.    good    of    the    who  is    people,    and    f  u  i    M)n  r   purpoaas"    undar    the 
National    WUdemeaa    Preservation    bysuit.       The    Wlldamaaa    All   outlinaa    a 
Jt  I  lul  lluii    ill    what    1*     considered    wilderness.         Hi  1  s     dellnlLlon    wu    uivil    la 
detldlng   Which    area*    ol    Nevada    Qualified    for    ullderneea    through    the 
wl  Ide  1 1 1  !-■  m  m    Inventory    proceaa.       These    types    of    de  teroduat  Lotia    have    been 
;  ha  Lleitgu  d    through    Idtcrloc    Board   uf    Leiidu    AppeaLb    ( I BLA)    and    haw    been 
substantiated   in   IbLA   decisions    81-541,    Bl-1093   and   81-540    (3/01/82). 
It    ha*    been   well    established    that    "wilderness "    can    be    a    valid    use    of 
public    lands    and  need  not    preclude    totally    other    uaeu    described  In    FLPHA. 


The    effect    of    wilderness    designation    on    octier    uses    and    developments    both 
axle- ting   and   anticipated  within   the   wilderness    areas    identified  in   this 
resource    area  have   been   analyzed  in    this    document.       Chapter    TWo   discusses 
the    uses   of    the    areas    along  with   actions    that  will    continue  or  may   occur 
In    the    future.       Chapter    Four    analysed    in    detail    the    effects    of    (.hose 
actioiiB,    both   with    and    without    uildenieaa    designation.       'Oils    process    of 
analysis    has    been    followed    in    numerous    wilderness    documents    and  have    with- 
stood   challetige     through    IBLA    appealu.       It    hati    been    shown    that    aa    long    aa 
this   process    la    followed,    the    Bureau   can   be    upheld. 
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adverse     at  tect    on    the    use   of    the    sur bounding    area    for    any    of 
the    principal    or    major    use*    of    the    land . 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  and  the  intent  of  Congreaa  demand  that  the  public 
lands    be    managed    on    the    baa  la   of    multiple    use    and    in    a    manner 

{  n     wh  1  eh     thp     n  *t  i  cin  '  a      n  **  *»  r\  r      f  r,  r      t*  1  n  u  r  r,  1  a  f  ,-..-,  H  t-   i  n-  K  ,=.  p-      ■  r-.  ,-i 
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2.  The  Secretary,  in  conducting  the  wilderness 
study,  has  also  neglected  to  consider  the  statutory  definition 
of  wilderness  which  is  sat  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Act  In  the 
following    terms; 

"A  wilderness,  in  contrast  with  those  areas 
where  man  and  his  own  works  dominate  ttje 
landscape,  is  hereby  recognised  as  an  area 
where  the  earth  and  its  conmuplt^  ofllfe 
are  u  n  trammeled  by  man,  where  man  himself  is 
a  vTsltor  who  doeB  not  remain.  An  area  of 
wilderneaa  is  further  defined  to  mean  In 
this    Act    «n    area    of    undeveloped    Federal     land 
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[j  r  i  me  val_c  har  acterand 
i n I  1 uence ,  without  permanent  Imp rove me  n  t  s  or 
human  habitation,  which  is  protect  ed  and 
managed  bo  as  to  preserve  its  natural 
conditions  and  which  ID  generally  appears 
to  have  been  affected  primarily-  by  the 
forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's 
work  substantially  unnoticeable;  (  2  )  has 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  or  a 
primitive  and  unconf  ined  type  of  rec re  a  tionj 
I  i)  has  at  least  five  thousand  acres  of  land 
or  is  of  sufficient  site  as  to  make 
practicable  its  preservation  and  use  in  an 
unimpaired  condition;  and  (4)  may  also 
contain  ecological,  geogical,  or  other 
futures  of  scientific,  educational,  scenic, 
or    historical    value."       I  underscoring    added ) 

By    using     the    criteria     relating    only    to    size, 
naturalness,    solitude    and    primitive    and    unconfined     type    of 
rec r eat  ion ,    the    Secretary    has    overlooked    the   very   essence   of 
wilder n ess    and    has    placed    in    its    stead    a   very    1 i ml  ted 
recreational    opDortuni  ty    for    a    disproportionately    amal 1    number 
of    usera. 

As  is  a  p  pa  rent  from  the  definition,  "wi lderness"  is 
not  a  use-oriented  concept .  Its  objective a  are  di  rec ted  toward 
preservation    -    a    concept    diametrical ly    opposed    to    use. 

In  such  posture,  it  is  of  utmost  importance  that 
areas,  to  be  designated  as  wilderness,  must  possess  such 
outstanding  attributes  that  preservation  of  much  attributes 
cannot  be  questioned  and  any  use  other  than  casual  ,  infrequent 
visits    by    man,    would    be    unconscionable . 

The  setting  for  this  national  gam  must  be  such  that 
the  need  to  preserve  the  area  far  outweighs  it  use-oriented 
pjotuntial  or  the  use  potential  of  surrounding  lands.  Such  a 
pa  rce  1  of  land  in  the  State  of  Nevada  would  indeed  be  a  rare 
occurrence.  The  contention  of  the  BLH  that  the  Tonopah 
Resources     Area    contains     nine     such     parcels     occupying 
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approx  i  in  a  t  e  1  y  5  0  0,  QUO  acres  of  public  land  13  preposterous  if 
not  absurd.  To  suggest  that  the  State  of  Nevada  contains  over 
1  0  (J  such  areas  embracing  8,000,000  acres  of  land  defies 
rat  ion a  I    thought .  . 

If  "the  primary  goal  of  the  BLM  wilderness  study 
process  is  to  recommend  for  wilderness  designation  those  areas 
where  wilderness  is  determined  to  be  the  most  appropriate  use 
of  the  lands  and  its  resources" ,  as  set  forth  on  page  1-2  of 
the  dralt,  the  bLM,  in  selecting  the  nine  WSAa  described  in  the 
draft,  either  ignored  the  goal  or  was  wholly  unaware  of  the 
statutory   definitions    of    wilderness,    or    both. 

3.       Wilderness    is    not    a    recreational    opportunity,    or 

ment     tool,     or     a     conservation     aid,     or     a     wildlife 

y,     or     a     watershed    protection    device    or    any    kind    of    a 

protection    effort     (except     for    the    preservation    of 

'8Bl     aa    suggested    in    the   draft.       If    any   of    theBe    items 

agement    concerns    or    problems    on    the    area    considered     for 

ness,     the    area    should    not    be    reccommended    for    inclusion 

wilderness    system.       As    stated    above,     the    definition     of 

precludes     the     inclusions    of     such    areas    in    the 

ess    system. 

If  recreational  opportunities  are  basic  factors  in 
ess  determinations  by  the  BLM,  the  selection  of  the  nine 
iously  is  anomalous  to  such  a  position. 
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3-6  of  the  draft,  the  Bureau  stateai 


■Activities  such  as  sightseeing,  driving  on 
ways  and  roads  for  pleasure,  camping, 
hunting,  fishing,  trapping,  hiking,  rock  and 
mountain  climbing,  backpacking,  plant  and 
mineral  collecting,  photography,  bird 
watching,  picknicking,  and  horseback  riding 
comprise  the  majority  of  the  primary 
recreational  use  on  the  public  lands  in  the 
Tonopah  Resource  area.  These  traditional 
types  of  recreation  have  long  been  popular 
in     the     Kawich,     Rawhide    Mountain,    Fandango, 


<      Although    the    Wilder 
it    is    nut    a    lock-up 
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prtaervatlo 
da .       The    Wilderness    Management   Policy,   wi 
designated  wilderness    areas,    outlines 
f    many    oses    which   occur  now    under    FLPMA 
d   wlldllte    development    and    use,    outdoor 


recreation,    and   even    adneral    exploration    and    development).       In    the    Inventory 
process,    conflicting   use*   were    considered    In    de  teraining    areas    to    be 
recommended   suitable    for   study.       Host   of    theae    conflicts    were    sliminatad 
before    the    M  udy    process    was    complete.       Other  effects    of    designation  are 
snalyzad   in    this    document.       Effects    of   other    uses    on    the    values    of    natural- 
ness,   Holltude,    and    primitive    and    unconflned    types    recreation    ars    also    analyzed. 
Congress,    through    the    evaluation   of    these    effects,    will    make    the    final 
determination    uf    what    is    the    best    use   of    the   public    lands. 
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and  Hoiey  Hildernees  Study  areas.  The 
recreation  use  occur a  prima  r  i  iy  on  weekends 
and  holidays  with  use  often  widely 
di spersed . 
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ea  or  simply  for  the  pleasure  of 
ope  rat  i  tig  the  vehicle.  The  vast  majority  of 
public  lands  in  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area , 
i  nclud  i  ng  all  the  Wilderness  Study  Areaa, 
are  designated  open  to  motor  vehicle  use. 
Off-road  vehicle  UHe  is  currently  light  and 
dispersed  throughout,  the  resource  area, 
wi  th  !_he_'I[li°£i!Y_of_E2tor_veh.icle  _  u  5.  e 
occur  r  Tnj  on  exLHtrri2_v(ay_»_sfirr_roadB^ " 
( under  a cor  ing    added ) 


Since  "virtually  all  f orms  of  recreation  involve  a 
vehicle"  in  the  Tonopah  Resources  Area,  designation  of  the 
WS A a  described  in  the  draft  as  wilder nesa,  would  virtual  ly 
eliminate  all  forms  of  recreation  f  rom  those  study  areas.  Such 
a  resu'lt  could  not  be  consistent  with  the  interests  of  Congress 
in  establishing  a  land  use  planning  Bcheme  for  management 
decisions.  To  even  the  most  disinterested  observer,  the 
substitution  of  a  remote  opportunity  for  solitude  or  primitive 
and  jnconrined  type  of  recreation  in  the  resource  area ,  for 
such  and  intense  long  established  recreational  use  pattern, 
would  border  on  i  n  competency  i  f  not  malfeasance  on  the  part  of 
the    official    approving    such    a    substitution. 

It  would  seem  obvious  to  a  person  of  ordinary 
prudence  that  the  lands  included  in  the  WSAs  being  recreation 
orient ed  and  uub)ect  to  vehicular  access ,  do  not  fit  within  the 
statutory  definition   of    wilderness. 

t  In     light     of     the     above   comments,    one   might    suspect 

that  there  ex l sta  a  detectable  amount  conf usi  on  on  the  part  of 
BLM  as  to  what  its  resposibillties  are  under  FLPMA  and  the 
Wi  ldernesa    Act . 
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4.  Of  all  criteca  contained  in  FLPMA  and  the 
Mi  Ldernesa  Ac  t  defining  wilderness,  it  would  seem  that 
identifying  "roadless  areas  of  five  thousand  acres  or  more  or 
roadless  islands  of  public  land"  would  be  least  tubject  to 
controversy.  However,  the  BLM,  in  its  relentless  efforts  to 
confuse  and  cotnpl  icate  the  most  simple  task,  have  resorted  to 
semantic  distortions,  asinine  rulings  and  decisions  and  absurd 
interpretations  of  the  law  and  regulations  to  fabricate 
roadless  areas  on  parcels  where  roads  predominate  the 
landscape . 

A  road  is  defined  in  a  dictionary  as  "an  open  way  for 
q  e  of  vehicles,  persons,  and  animals."  In  moat 
states  and  here  in  Nevada ,  a  road  to  most  people  who 
sir  livelihood  from  use  of  the  public  lands  or  have 
to  go  upon  the  publ lc  land  for  diverse  reasons,  means 
f  tracks  of  whatever  origin  which  permit  passage  from 
t     to    the    next    for   whatever    purposes .       The    vaatness    of 

and  paucity  of  access  roads  makes  any  passageway  a 
adjunct     to    the    use    and    development   of    the    pr  inci  pal 

uses  of  the  publ ic  lands .  The  remova I  of  any  passage 
ven  the  slightest  utility  I  r  om  the  publ  ic  lands  is 
ible  conduct  and  the  Secretary  should  not  condone 
cticea.        Access     In     arid,     mountainous    regions    is    an 

to    be    lightly    disregarded.       It    also   happena    to    be    one 

ncipal    and  major    uses    of    the   public    lands. 

However,  the  &LM  in  its  heedless  efforts  to  fustrate 
the  public  land  users  and  deny  use  of  the  public  lands  through 
closure  or  confining  classifications,  not  only  haa  rediflned 
the  road  to  mean  aomethi  ng  leBB  than  a  road,  but  has  actually 
delineated  the  boundaries  of  WSAa  by  use  of  roada,  iwhich  are 
roads  even  by  the  BLM*  s  definitions)  and  have  Included  areas 
containing    long    stretches    of    such    road    in    the    WSAa. 

Notwithstanding  the  furor  created  by  redefining 
roads ,  cherrysteraing  and  the  close  proximity  of  roads  to 
wSAs,  as  well  as  the  inclusion  of  roads  in  the  WSAa,  BLM  now 
has  the  audacity  to  suggest  that  it  has  the  authority  to  close 
and    rehabilitate     roads    forming     the    boundaries    between   and 
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around  WS  A  s  and  roads  included  wit  h  in  the  boundaries  of  WSAa . 
The  <:oni  l  rmi  ng  pronouncement  In  this  regard  appears  on  page  4-5 
of    the   draft: 

"Closing  all  of  the  cherrystem  roada  and 
rehabilitating  them  to  a  near  natural 
condition  would  improve  the  management 
situation  by  eliminating  motor  vehicle  access. 
An  indirect  effect  of  this  action  would  be 
the  enhancement  of  naturalness  and  the 
increased  opportunities  for  solitude  within 
the  areas .  Approx  imate  ly  62  mlle.£_2f_£°.ada 
would  neeo  !o  b  e  _  r  e  h  a  b  O.  ^  t  aft  e  d  to  a  near 
na  tura  I  condi  t  Ton .  This  would  require  the 
use  of  mechanized  equipment  on  the  majority 
of  those  roads.  Mechanized  equipment  would  be 
needed  to  riy_the_roadsi  £e-contour_the 
^i?tlyLt.:^_5.I55'  and  seed  It  wit  h  ~na  t  f  v  e 
vegetation.  On  some  roads  natural  processes, 
such  as  plant  invasion  and  weathering,  could 
be  a]  lowed  to  run  their  course  and  result  in 
satisfactory  rehabilitation.  In  other  cases 
natural  rehabilitation  would  not  occur  over 
the  long-term  because  of  the  dry  climate." 
(underscoring    added) 

Such  a  blatant  disregard  of  the  clear  and  unequivocal 
language  of  the  law  and  the  rights  of  the  users  of  the  public 
lands  cannot  be  tolerated  or  permitted.  If  any  given  5000  acre 
parcel  contains  a  road  of  any  description,  such  parcel  cannot 
be  consided  for  wilderness,  by  definition  of  law.  Even  the 
presence  of  roads  in  the  vicinity  of  a  WSAa  should  cast  serious 
doubts    on    the    suitability    of    area    for    wilderness. 

The  definition  of  wilderness  in  the  Wilderness  Act 
refers  to  wilderness  as  "an  area  of  undeveloped  land  retaining 
its  primeval  character  and  influence..."  the  presence  of  roada 
^n,  on  or  about  such  an  area  totally  obscures  the 
area  '  a"  pr  l  meva  1  character  and  Influence"  and  disqualifies  it 
for  wilderness  con  aider  a  tion.  The  proliferation  of  roads, 
leadily  visible  from  any  of  the  nine  WSAs,  should  and  must 
d i squal i f  yal 1    of    such    areas    as    wilderness. 
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Tne  closure  of  62  miles  of  roads  enquired  by  the 
HSAs,  borders  on  criminal  conduct.   Differentiating  between 
roads'  and  "ways  la  plain  stupidity. 

The  BLM  admits  that  theBe  roads  are  an  integral  part 
ot  outdoor  recreational  use  in  the  resource  area  and,  in  light 
of  the  large  number  of  mining  sites  and  areas  of  known  or 
potential  mineral  value,  as  well  as  graring  privileges  in  the 
resource  area,  said  road  unequivocally  have  great  value  for  use 
by  prospectors,  miners,  ranchers  and  farmers,  as  well  aa  those 
seeking  outdoor  recreation  and  other  pursuits. 

Closure  of  said  roade  would  drastically  affect  all  of 
the   principal  or  major  uses"  of  the  area. 


wi Idfrness 

action    which    will     have 


ince  the  suitability  of  the  subject  HSAs  for 
.  at  beat,  questionable,  choosing  a  course  of 
h  will  have  such  an  adverse  affect  on  all  six 
principal  or  major  uses  under  the  circumstances,  raises  some 
serious  doubts  aa  to  the  competency  of  the  BLM  to  conduct  an 
effective    wilderness    program. 

The  intent  of  Congress  in  authorizing  the  Secretary 
to  conduct  a  review  of  the  public  lands  to  identify  potential 
wilderness  areas  obviously  does  not  include  ■  fabricating- 
wilderness  where  wilderness  does  not  exist.  Any  attempt  to  do 
JO.  such  as,  but  not  limited  to,  destruction  of  existing  roads, 
disregarding  man-made  Improvements,  including  lands  In  active 
mining  districts  and  of  known  mineral  potential  and  including 
lands  extensively  used  by  the  general  public,,  is  a  misuse  of 
the   authority    so    granted. 

,Jr.  '■  '"  ltB  att<inpt  to  justify  the  existence  of  the 
subject  WSAs  and  the  greatly  excessive  aneas  of  public  land 
included  in  the  WSAs,  the  BLM,  without  the  benefit  of  statutory 
or  any  other  nut  hot i ty ,  has  created  a  scheme  advocating 
,  diversity  ,n  the  wilderness  system.  Hence,  it  is  now 
acceptable  to  consider  areas  for  wilderness  solely  because  of 
some  ecosystem  or  lAdform  classification  that  is  not 
represented    in    the   existing    wllderneSB    system 
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UN  page  4-1J  ot  the  draft,  the  BLM  expounds  on  this 
concept ,  suggesting  that  the  nation1 a  populace  wou Id  be  greatly 
deprived  unlesa  it  had  a  wilderness  area  containing  "pinyon  - 
juniper  woodland  ecosystems"  or  a  "Great  basin  sagebrush 
ecosystems " ,  or  borne  other  ecosystem  or  land form  characteristic. 
Presuiiiaol  y,  the  lack  of  such  an  ecosystem  in  the  wilderness 
system  wou  id  jusitfy  the  designation  of  an  area  containing  such 
an  ecosystem  as  wilderness  even  though  the  area  did  not 
otherwise    meet    wilderness    criteria. 


There  J 
Wilderness  Act  thai 
Wilderness  exist* 
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i  nothing  in  the  language  of  KLPMA  or  the 
even  remotely  hints  of  a  u  c  h  nonsense, 
(if  indeed  it  exists  at  all)  where  it  is 
=  found,  regardless  of  "ecosystems" 
irever.  Utie  might  perceive  a  national  park 
basis  of  an  ecosystem  of  such  nature  that 
it  requires  protection,  such  as  the  redwoods  or  the  organ-pipe 
cactus,  but  such  a  concept  has  no  place  in  the  identification 
of    public    lands    tor    wilderness    potential. 

In  addition  to  the  ecosystem,  land  form,  etc. 
diversity  concept,  the  BLM  aHo  proposes  that  there  muBt  be 
parity  in  geographical  distribution  of  wilderness  areas 
th  roughout  the  public  lands .  Hence ,  every  populat  ion  center  (a 
city  having  a  population  of  100,000,  or  more)  Bhould  have 
available  to  it  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive 
recreation  (i.e.  a  wilderness  area)  within  the  range  of  a  day'8 
d  r  i  ve     (5    hou r s ) . 

Tn  e  1  e  s son  to  be  learned  from  such  proposa Is  by  the 
BLM  is  that  the  DLM  is  wholly  oblivious  to  the  meaning  or  the 
concept  of  wilderness  and,  in  the  course  of  completely  ignoring 
i he  definition  of  wilderness,  as  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness 
KLPMA,  has  generated  a  totally  new  concept  which 
i  in  the  creation  of  vast  pockets"of  valuable  public  land 
are,  for  all  practical  purposes,  dedicated  solely  to  the 
d  benefit  of  the  youth  culture  for  the  purpose  of 
Uttm  and  limited  opportunities  for  the  enjoyment  of 
le  or  primitive  or  unconfirmed  recreation.  Cah  our  nation 
exl  i  avagntit     d8    to    condone    the    use    of    valuable    resources 


and 
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The    JucliiLoi\M    on    roadlaas    area*    have    been    challenged    In  several   Interior 
Board    of    Lends    Appeal*    (laLA)    actions.       Ac    least    two  were    directly    reUtad 
to   decaralnatlon  Bads   la   Che   Tonopah   Resource   Are*;    IBLA   81-540,   Walter 
Benolt    (J/01/82)    and    IBLA  81-541,    81-1095,    State    of    Heveda   et    al    (3/03/82). 
Both  decisions    upheld  and   reaffirmed   the   Bureau's    process   of    cherry- 
st*  sating   and    Che   evaluation    of    such    areas    during    tha    scudy    proceaa. 


It    ii   not    the    Bureau's    policy    to    arbitrarily    close    all    roads    io    or   near 
WSAs .      However,    io    certain  cl  rcisae  tancea    after   careful    consideration,    it 
aey    becus*:   neceaaary    Co    clone    roada    to   adequately    manage    a    designated 
wilderness   area.      These    types   of   acLiona  will   be    described  in  wilds  mess 
management   plana    developed    after    Congressional   designation.      Although    road 
closure   and  rehabilitation   has   been   analyzed   in   thia    document    under   a 
manageability   alternative,    it  is  not   anticipated   chat   closures  would  occur 
unless   proven  necessary. 


ro 

oc 


19-7      The    requirement    to    analyse    how   each    USA  would    cooCrlbut*    to    the    diversity 
of    the    National  Wilderness    Prase rvstlon   System   la    contained   in    the    SLH 
Wilderness    Study    Policy,    published   on    February    3,     1982. 


19-8      Unique  ecosystem    contribute    to    the   values   of   en   srea   for  scenic,    nsturslness, 
and  oftentimes    recreation   opportunities.      It   is   not  only    Che  ecosystems,    but 
other   valueB   present  which   are   evaluated   as    a  whole    in  making   recommendations 
for  wilderness.      It   is   also   true    chat  wilderness   dealgnatioa   can  provide 
valuable   protection   for   unique   and  fragile   ecosystems. 
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foe  such  a  purpose?  In  light  ot  all  the  problems  confronting 
our  country  at  the  presentttme,  with  little  hope  for  relief  in 
the    near    future,    the    answer    must    be    a    resounding ,    NO  1 

The  bLH  must  be  cotnpe  lied  to  administrate!  the  public 
lands  in  a  competent  manner ,  consl stent  with  the  provisions  of 
FLPHA  and  other  relevant  statutes.  This  nation  cannot  afford 
to  dedicate    200,000,000    acres   of    public    land    to   non-use. 

5.  Although  the  language  of  both  FLPHA  and  the 
Wilderness  Act  appears  to  convey  the  impression  that  wilderness 
and  mining  are  compatible,  it  is  difficult  to  determine  whether 
such  language  is  meant  to  a  I  low  the  creation  of  more  wilderness 
areas  or  to  offer  some  degree  of  recoqnl tion  to  the  importance 
of    the   mining    Industry. 

ce    of    it,    to    say    that    wilderness    and  mining 

e    saying    Inebriated    drivers    are    compatible 

Drunk   driver   do,    of    courae,    drive    and    i  t 

company  could  conduct  mining  operations 
s,  even  under  the  stringent  and  confining 
ce  and  BUM  regulations.  However,  the 
voc  wreaked  by  drunken  drivers  and  the  coat 
ning  activities  conducted  in  wilderness 
ainst  the  possibility  that  either  drunk 
duct    of     mineral     related    activities     in 

gain    much    popu lar i  ty . 

Which  then  leads  us  to  the  question  of  whether  this 
nation 'a  needs  lean  to ward  wilderness  or  a  viable,  healthy 
mi  ni  ng    indust  ry . 

FLMP  A  requires  that  the  Geological  Survey  and  the 
Bureau  of  Hines  determine  'the  mineral  values,  if  any,  that  may 
be  present  .  .  .  ■  on  wilderness  candidate  areas  prior  to  the  time 
that  the  areas  are  submitted  to  Congress  for  approval  or 
disapproval  of  wilderness  designation  by  that  body.  It  is  net 
clear ,  however ,  juBt  what  result  the  presence  of  "mineral 
values"     will     effect.  V*il  1    the    presence    of    "mineral    values" 

disqualify  the  area  as  wilderness  or  will  such  presence  be 
aerely     one    of     several     factors    that   CongresB   will    consider    in 
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designating  or  refusing  to  designate  a  wil de meat*  area?  If  the 
latter  i  a  t  rue ,  of  what  value  is  the  mineral  determination? 
Very  few  mine  opeiators  can  aftord  to  or  even  desire  to  conduct 
mining    operations    under    the    thumb    of    Forest    Service    or    BLM. 

It  would  seem  that  rational  land  planning  procedures 
would  require  that  any  area  of  the  public  land  having  mineral 
po'te  ntlal  or  being  In  a  recogni  zed  mining  district  or  being  in 
the  vicinity  of  mining  activity  would  be  given  a  low  priority 
for  consideration  as  a  wilderness  study  area.  Mining  activity 
means,  among  other  things,  roads,  clearings,  dUBt,  noise  , 
improvements,  and  man's  presence  for  at  leaHt  an  extended  visit 
-    all    of    which    are    anathemas    to    wilderness. 

Since  the  conduct  of  mining  related  activity  is 
impractical,  if  not  economically  impossible,  on  designated 
wi  lderneas  areas,  and  "mineral  exploration  and  production"  is  a 
principal  or  major  use  of  the  public  lands,  the  effective  and 
responsive  land  manager  would  elect  to  follow  the  dictates  of 
the  Mining  and  Minerals  Policy  Act  of  1970  (30  U.S.C.  21(a)  ) 
and  opt  for  mineral  exploration  and  production.  Such  a  manager 
would  recognize  that  mineral  deposits  do  not  last  forever  and 
that  at  some  point  in  time,  the  area  involved  probably  will 
return  to  a  subs t ant lal ly  natural  condition.  In  the  meantime, 
the  nation  will  have  received  the  benefit  of  a  valuable 
resource  and  industry  will  have  avoided  the  additional  cost  and 
frustration  of  complying  with  Forest  Service  and  BLM  wilderness 
orient ed    rules    and    regulations. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  the  area  of  concern  is  of  such 
nature  that  its  wilderness  characteristics  demand  its  inclusion 
in  the  wilderness  system,  notwithstanding  its  mineral  potential 
or  amenability  to  other  principal  or  raa]or  uses,  the  manager 
probably  should  initiate  such  action  as  would  result  in  the 
submission  of  the  area  to  Congress  for  conaide-ration  of 
dea  iynat  ion . 

However,  a  review  of  the  draft  submitted  for  the 
Tonopah  RuHOurce  Area,  reveals  no  such  areas  and  it  seems  quite 
apparent  that  responsible  management  would  require  that  any  WSA 
embracing    or    being    within    the    vicinity   of    actual     or    potential 
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mineral  values  and  mineral  activities,  be  eliminated  from 
further  consideration  for  wilderness.  Including  in  a  WSA,  or 
within  the  area  of  influence  of  any  WSA,  areas  of  mineral 
potential  or  activity,  in  addition  to  being  poor  management 
practice,  seems  to  be  nothing  leas  than  an  invitation  to 
controversy  and  chaos  and  an  additional  burden  on  those 
attempting  to  find,  develop  and  mine  valuable  resources  of 
vital    importance    to    the    nation    as    a    whole. 

A  cursary  glance  at  a  map  showing  areas  of  mining 
activity  and  their  relationship  to  the  subject  WSAs,  should 
discourage  even  the  most  incapable  and  unresponsive  manager 
from  trying  to  reconcile  the  nature  of  such  areas  with  the 
statutory  definitions    of    wilderness. 

While  there  way  be  an  apparent  desire  for  wilderness, 
it  should  not  take  500,000  acrea  of  land  in  the  Ton  o  pafi 
Resource  (Area  ur  B, 000, 000  acrea  of  land  in  the  State  of  Nevada 
or  200,000,000  acres  of  land  nationwide  to  satisfy  that  desire, 
especially  at  the  expense  of  valuable  natural  resources,  not 
the    least    of    which    are  minerals    and    energy    resources. 

SUMMATION 

A  review  of  the  Draft  of  Tonopah  preliminary 
Wilderness  he comme n da t i on  Environmental  Inpact  Statement 
reveals    the    following: 


1  Ql""  J  0    conducting    its 

FLPMA. 


The     BLM    ignored    the   definition    of    Wilderness    in 

.■;  i  i  J  k  :  r.  c  s  6     program    under     the    provisions    of 


B.  The  BLM  did  not  follow  the  dictates  of  PLPMA 
concerning  the  preparation  and  maintenance  of  an  inventory  of 
the  public  lands  and  their  resources  arid  other  values  prior  to 
conduct ing    the    wilderness    review   program. 


C  .  The  BLM 
planning ,  comprehensive 
wilderness    program. 


ailed    to   engage    in    any    kind    of    land    use 
ar    otherwise,     while    conducting     the 


riu    of    Laud    Munageioeiil    Manager*    arc     reijulrcO    to    (.unildur    and    follow 
ollcy,    law   and   regulation*   In   regards    to   usaa   allowed  on  public   lands. 


19-10      lite    Wilderueaa    Act    given    us    the    definition    of    wild*  mens,    guideline* 
for    conducting    the    Wl  1  u<-  mess    Inventory    ware    issued    in    the    Wiloarnom 
In  wuii. i- .>    Handbook.    (September    19VB}     .       These    we  i  e    the    guide    post*    of    the 
Inventory    for  wilderness    areas    In    Nevada.       The    FLPMA    provide*    u*    with 
regulation    for    administering  other    uaes    on    public    lands.       It    does    not 
apeak    to    Lhe   determination   of   wlldernesa.      Although    these   other  use*   and 
resource    values    were    inventoried   separately    in    1978   In   preparation    for 
coffipletLon    of    the    Managenent    Praaework    Plan    (MPP)     for    the    Tonopah 
Resource    Area.       It    is    required    that    the   wilderness    plans    be    in    accord 
with   existing    land    use    plans.       Any    designation   of    wilderness    areas    in    the 
Tonopah    Iteaource   Area   by    Congressional   action  would    cooatltute    an    anendaen 
to    Che    land    use    plan    (Tonopah    MPP).       In   effect,    this    wlldenuisa    document 
seta    the    groundwork    for    that   amendjaent   and    it*    indeed   a   part  of    the    land 
use    planning    system. 


■ 
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19-11 


19-12 


i> .  The  Bl.H  neglected  to  consider  what  effect 
wilderttebS  would  have  on  the  six  principal  or  major  uaea  of 
public  lands  in  the  surround  iny  areas  whan  it  eatabli  shed  the 
subject    WSAa. 


The    BLH    ignored    the 
an    identifying    WSAa. 


roadless'    criteria,    directed 


F.  The  BLH  failed  to  take  in  account  the  six 
"principal  or  major  uses'  of  the  public  lands  when  it 
established    the    subject    WSAa. 

G.  The  BLH  acted  in  contradiction  of  the  law,  as 
well  as  the  directives  of  the  Secretary,  by  proposing  the 
destruction  of  roads  separating  WSAs,  roads  defining  the 
boundaries  of  WSAs  and  roads  included  within  the  boundaries  of 
WSAa. 

I 

H.  in  its  frenetic  effort  to  establish  WSAa,  the  BLM 
resorted  to  fabricating  or  manufacturing  wilderness  in  areas 
unsuitable    for    wilderness    consideration. 

1.  In  conducting  its  wilderness  program,  the  BLM 
considered  wilderness  to  be  the  highest  and  best  use  of  the 
public  land  and  created  the  Bubject  WSAs  accordingly.  il 
U.S.C.S.  Sec. 1702(1)  does  not  list  wilderness  as  one  of  the  six 
■principal    or    major    uses"    of    the    public    lands. 

J.  The  BLM  established  the  subject  WSAa  as  though 
land  included  therein  existed  completely  independent  of  and 
unaffected  by  surrounding  public  land.  In  other  words.  It 
established    the    WSAs    in    a    land-use   Vacuum. 

K.  The  WS^a,  as  proposed  by  BLM,  will  effectively 
destroy  the  outdoor  recreat  ion  capac  ity"  of  the  resource  area 
for    use    by    the    general    public. 

L,  If  the  BLM  is  allowed  to  deatroy  62  miles  of 
e  resources  area  ,w  as  is  proposed  in  the  draft,  the 
iuch      roads,     in    addition    to    the     "ways"     already 


I  Odds 

loss 
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eliminated,  will  greatly  inhibit  and  restrict  the  developent, 
use  and  enjoyment  of  all  public  lands  in  the  resource  area. 
Right*  of  way,  (access)  being  a  principal  or  major  use  of  the 
public    lands,    must    not    be    heedlessly    subordinated. 

H.  In  general,  the  subject  WSAs  were  constituted  in 
contradiction  of  the  law,  of  the  principles  of  good  land 
management  and  land  use  planning,  the  best  interests  of  the 
general  public  and,  most  significantly,  in  contradiction  of 
common    sense . 

While  wilderness  is  a  rather  nebulous  concept  and 
probably  exists  more  in  the  realm  of  the  imagination  or  great 
expectations  than  in  real  ity ,  thereby  complicating  the  work  of 
the  BLM  in  identifying  areas  Bubject  to  the  concept, 
non-the-less,  no  matter  how  complicated  the  task,  the  BLM '  a 
indifference  to  the  express  policy  and  intent  of  Congress  as 
descri  bed  i  n  f'LMPA ,  in  conducting  the  wi  lderness  program  in  th« 
Tonopatf    Resource    Area    is    inexcusable    if    not    unlawful. 

If  the  ULM's  entire  program  is  being  conducted  in  the 
3d me  manner,  the  whole  program  should  be  scrapped  and  redone  at 
such  time  as  the  BLM  has  properly  inventoried  the  public  lands 
and  is  in  a  pos  ition  to  utilize  effective  land  use  planning 
procedures  which  will  assure  consideration  of  all  factors 
necessary    to    reach    a    land    use   decision. 


Sincerely   your a , 

fa  /LJL_ 


j£2-CJ 


E. A. HOl lingsworth  Q 
Individually    and    on    be ha  If    of    the 
Nevada    Miners    and    Prospectors 
Association . 


19-11      it    is    required  under    the   National   environmental  Policy  Act    (NEPA)    to 

consider  and  analyse    the   effects  of    h   proposed   action  on   the   environment 
through    an   envl  CQDtwaUl    analysis   of    said*    action    and    to    dleplay    a    com- 
parative  analysts    of    reasonable  alternatives   to    the   proposed  action, 
in    tnla    environmental    impact   statement    we    have    analysed    a   range    of 
alternatives,    including  a  no  action    (no  wilderness),    all  wilderness, 
partial  wilderness,    and  a  proposed    action.      Under  each  of   these    ,    various 
actions    and    their  effects    have   been    evaluated,    including   effects    on 
existing  and   projected  developments,    exluting    and  projected    resource, 
uses,    and    management    of    wilderness    through    closure    and    rehabilitation  of 
roads.      These    are   all    reasonable   and   viable   alternatives    to    the   proposed 
action,    and  will    provide   decisionmakers  with    the    required   information 
to    make    rational    decisions    on    the    designation    of    wilderness. 


19-12      The    effect    of    wilderness    designation   on    access    la    analyaed    in    this    K1S 
under    OKV    use,    mineral    resources,     and   grazing    facility    maintenance    and 
construction    as    it    relates    to    these    usee.       No    other    uees   were    determined 
to    be    effected    by    road    closures. 
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Mr.    Lesl  le  A .   Monroe 
Tonopah   Resource  Area   Manager 
Bureau    of    Land   Managentent 
Pd   Box    911 
Tonopah,    NV  89049 


Rt:    Tonopah  Draft   Preli 

Impact   Statement 
SPPCo    Kef:       EAU;82-Q46 


ilnary   wilderness  Recomnendatton   -   Env1  ronmental 


Dear  Mr.   Monroe: 

Ihe  bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  Is  to  be  congratulated  (or  Us 
efforts  to  balance  resource  production  and  conservation/preservation  In  Its 
preliminary  wilderness  recommendations.   Hie  proposed  land  use  plan  does 
ncft  conflict  with  Sierra's  present  utility  facilities  or  with  utility 
planning  corridors  for  future  use. 

Sierra  Pacific  does  not  however  support  the  provisions  of  your  pre- 
ferred alternative  relating  to  comt>1n1ng  wilderness  study  areas  and  Iden- 
tifying mineral  potential.   Sierra  has  been  a  long  time  supporter  of  the 
mining  and  energy  industry's  position  that  mineral  evaluation  must  be 
completea  prior  to  forwarding  wilderness  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
of  Interior.   We  would  prefer  your  alternative  entitled  "Emphasis  on 
Resource  Development  Alternative". 

Ihe  SLM  preferred  alternative  poses  two  specific  concerns  to  Sierra-- 
related  energy  Industries  and  the  mining  industry. 

Tne  proposal  to  combine  the  Fandango  (NV-060-190)  and  Morey 
(NV-060-191)  units  and  subsequently  obliterating  the  Six  Nile  Canyon  Road 
is  an  attempt  to  create  an  intermediate  area  of  artificial  wilderness  which 
we  do  not  feel  was  the  intent  of  Congress  when  the  directive  was  given  to 
8LM  to  conduct  an  inventory  of  BLM  land  and  provide  recommendations  for 
consideration  as  future  wilderness  areas.   Additionally,  the  Six  Mile 
Canyon  Road  has  been  in  use  for  many  years  and  is  of  future  value  for 
multiple  use  access. 

The  Fandango,  Morey  and  South  Reveille  units  have  been  shown  to  have 
speculative  mineral  potential,  yet  without  the  benefit  of  a  mineral 
survey,  have  been  recommended  for  further  wilderness  consideration. 
Mineral  surveys  should  be  conducted  on  these  units  prior  to  recommending 
them  as  Suitable  for  wilderness  designations.   The  premature  recomnendatton 
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July  fl.  1932 


of  these  areas  as  wilderness  could  potentially  eliminate  mineral  resources 
Of)™ pi  fram  'uture  exploration  and  development.   He  recoiwnend  that  a  mineral  sur- 
—  ^  ^1  vey  of  these  areas  be  performed  before  a  decision  as  to  Hllderness  suitabl- 
I  1  Ity  is  made. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  express  these  views  as  a  part  of  your 
proposed  land  use  plan  amendments  pertaining  to  wilderness. 

SI ncerely  , 


Max  L.  Jones,  Jr. 
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Tha   tluiuilvei   which  anilyud  the   closure  of   South   SinlU   Road 
■ad   cosfclntng    tha   Moray    and    Fandango  WSAs    was    developed    to   enhance 
vlldemse*    values    which    exlat    la  bath   iMMr       It  was    not    de»lgn«d    to 
"create"  wiltkmen.      Decisions    regarding    roadless   areas  have   bean 
challenged    in    Interior    Board   of    Lands    Appeals    tn    tha    pest.       The    Bureau"  a 
process    of    cherrya  tennlQg    and    evaluation  of    such    areas    during    th«    study 
phase   have  been   upheld. 


20-2     Mineral   resources   survey    reports  vill   be   prepared  by    the   U.S.    Geological 
Survey   and  Bureau  of   Hiuoa   prior    to  making    the    final    recosiEcndatioa   on 
»  ul  tab  la   areas. 
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Dear  Six: 

On  behalf  of  the  Nevada  Cattlemen's  Association,    I  would  like  to 
express  support  for  the  "Emphasis  on  Besouroe  Development  Alterna- 
tive" when  considering  wilderness  reccnrnsnaatlons  in'tbe  Toncpah 
Besouroe  Area.     This  alternative  recognises  nultiple-use  potentials 
that  should  not  be  tied  up  by  a  wilderness  designation.      Vet     it 
allows  several  of  the  areas  most  truly  suited  for  wilderness  designa- 
tion to  be  recommended  as  such. 

We  are  opposed  to  the  preferred  alternative  for  several    reasons. 
Firstly,  because  of  the  proposed  closure  of  South  Six-Mile  toad 
from  the  north  of  the  canyon  to  Six-Mile  Summit.      Me  definitely  feel 
that  such  actions  would  be  contrary  to  the   intent  of  Congress  when 
they  passed  the  Wilderness  Act  and  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Manage- 
ment Act.      BLM  actions  to  close  roads  to  make  wilderness  would  be 
m  direct  defiance  of  Section  603(a)  of  FUWA  and  Section  2(e)   of 
rb  B8-577.      Secondly,   we   feel   that   154.760  acres   of  wilderness   in 
the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  is  note  than  sufficient  area  for  the 
sector  of  our  public  who  would  use  wilderness  areas.      Wilderness  use 
IS  only  a  small   portion  of   the  overall    recreational   use,    and  BLM 
shouldn't  deny  use  of   large  aieas  of   scenic  and  wildlife  areas   to 
a  majority  of  Die  public  recreation! sts. 

In  amnury,  I  would  again  express  Bupport  for  the  "Emphasis  on  Resource 
Development  Alternative"  and  opposition  to  the  proposal  to  cloBe  roads 
and  include  them  in  proposed  wilderness  areas. 

Sincerely, 


Paul  Dottari 
Executive  Secretary 

PB/sk 

cc:  Ed  Spang,  State  Director 


Alllll-U  HANONALCATTLIMEN-SAMOCUTION 
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Leslie  Monroe,  Manager 
Tonopati  Resource  Area 
P.  0.  Box  911 
Tonopah,  Nevada  B9049 

Dear  Mr.  Monroe: 


outdoors  (thU  Is  part  of  the 
bout  the  recommendations  tor 
urce  Area.   This  la  Indeed  wild 
.ected  under  the  Wilderness  SyBtetn.   At 
trong  mining  program  because  I  know  we 


As  a  fiaherman  and  a  lover  of  the 
reason  1  moved  to  Nevada) ,  1  am  happy 
wilderness  you  made  in  the  Tonopah  Res 
country  and  needs  to  be 
the  aame  time  1  support 
need  minerals.   It  aeea 
keeping  both  of  these  value*. 

I  also  support  strongly  the  closing  of  the  Six  Mile  Canyon 
which  completely  ruins  the  only  trout  stream  in  that  area. 


me  that  your  plan  has  succeeded  In 


Al  Richards 


630  Uhc-ney  Street 
Reno,  Nevada   895U2 
July  b,  1982 


Leo)  it  Monrue,  Arm  Manager 
Tonopah  Resource  Area 
P.O.  box  911 
Tonopah,  Nevada   89049 

Dear  Mr.  Monroe: 

As  a    resident  of  Nevada  ioi  almost  forty  years,  I  am  very  much 
concerned  about  the  preservation  of  its  natural  values  for  my 
children  and  future  grandchildren  to  enjoy.   Consequently,  I 
am  pleased  with  the  wllderneaa  recommendat lona  of  the  Tonopah 
Resource  area  and  believe  that  these  areaa  will  make  an 
excellent  addition  to  the  wilderness  system. 

Please  add  thla  leLlcr  of  suppori  to  your  Public  Hearing 
Record  for  the  Draft  E1S. 


Sincerely  yours, 


4^JL*.JU~ 


Evangel ine  Schon 
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5B85  Mc.  Kose  Highway 
Reno,  Nevada   89511 
July  b,    19B2 


Mr.  I.eulU  Monroe.  Manager 
Tonopah  Keaource  Area.  bl-H 
P.  0.  Box  9)1 
Tonopah.  Nevada   69049 


Dea 


Mi.  Monroe: 


I 


lah  to  express  B-y  support  for  Lhe  Tonupali  wlldernes 
area  recommendations  aa  outlined  in  the  Draft  EIS.   These 
are  truly  wild  areas  and  will  cake  an  important  addition 
to  the  National  Wilderness  System.   These  desert  mountains 
of  Nevada  are  a  unique  resource  and  need  to  be  preserved  In 
a  natural  state. 

Sincerely, 


So  Ann 


JoAnne  Peden 


25-1 
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NATIONAI  I'UUl.lt    LANDS  TASK  fOKXb 

M  VAOA  OUTDUOK  HKKtAlJON  AbbUUAIIUN.  INC 

July    7,    1982 


Leslie  A .  Monroe 

Area  Manager 

Toriopah  Kesource  Area 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  911 

I onopah ,  Nevada   89049 

i>ea  r  Mr  .  Monroe  i 


P.O.  Box  1245 

Carson  City,  Nevada  89702 


Subject  t 


Urafti  Tonopah 
Supplemantary 
Wilderness  Recom- 
mendations EIS, 


While  this  organization  began  Lta  Inventories  of  the  Nevada 
BLM  Public  Lands  In  1958,  our  efforts  In  the  Tonopah  BLM 
Resource  Area  date  Iron  the  early  1960s— In  which  we  care- 
fully catalogued  prime  wilderness  candidates  Into  our  NOKA 
Index  &  Survey  all  but  one  of  the  wilderness  study  areas 
(WSAs)  promulgated  on  December  15,  1980. 

While  we  recognize  that  the  nine (9]  WSAs  totalling  488,890 
acres  as  outstanding  candidates  for  Inclusion  Into  the 
National  Wilderness  Preservation  System,  we  have  reservations 
concerning  your  NLTA  recommendations  and  USGS  crLterla  for 
determining  so-called  "mineral  conflicts"  Ln  the  WSAs  con- 
cerned. Larly  ln  this  WSA  proceeding,  we  had  occasion  to 
register  a  strong  protest  to  the  use  of  MX  Missile  connected 
mineral  studies- -such  as  the  Fugro  Scudy--whtch  based  its 
data  almost  entirely  on  speculative  mineral  Information.  In 
fact,  such  studies  had  failed  to  produce  one  tangible  ounce 
of  valuable,  in-place  metals  and  minerals.  Not  only  that,  we 
are  doubly  concerned  over  the  fact  that  only  WSA  mineral 
data  Is  used--and  not  compared  with  overall  mineral  data  on 
all  lands- -whether  recommended  or  not  as  WSAs--in  the  Tonopah 
BLM  Resource  Area.  We  find  this  discriminatory,  out  of  keep- 
ing with  legitimate  multiple  use  criteria  and  doubtful  legal- 
ity under  FLPMA  Section  603, 

SLnce  the  beginning  ol  our  "Nevada  Public  Domain  Survey"  ln 
the  late  1950s,  we  had  a  least  three  persons  with  expertise 
ln  geologyfl,  myself,  atn  a  geologl  st--  with  a  B.S.  degree  from 
the  University  of  Nevada/Reno),  carefully  screen  these,  our  own 
proposals  from  known  or  suspected  valuable  minerals.  Indeed, 
we  adjusted  boundaries  on  such  proposals  as  Morey  Peak,  to 
ellraLnate  mineral  conflicts.  For  over  20  years,  we  are  comp- 
letely satisfied—that  these  nine  proposals,  if  enacted  by 
the  Congress,  would  not  impinge  on  the  mineral  industry  of 
Nevada. 

We  wish  to  see  not  repeated,  the  now  notorious  Incident  at 
Mount  Wheeler,  Humboldt  National  Forest,  of  August  1964. 
There,  because  of  a  highly  speculative  "discovery"  of  Beryl- 
lium, a  national  park  was  scuttled  and  the  world's  oldest 
living  tree--a  4,965  year  old  briatlecone  plne--was  cut  down! 
it  was  later  discovered  that  the  so-called  "discovery"  on  Mt . 

>  (continued) 
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00 
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wheeler    consisted    of    a    small    pegmatite    lens    lined    with  Quartz   crystal*. 
On  only   a    fraction  of    these   crystals   were   found   only  a  hundred   or   so 
tiny   white    "nubberB*   of   a  mineral   called  Herderlte--a   Calcium  Beryllium 
Flouro-phosphale.    This   Infamous    "fabulous   and   strategU  find"    failed  to 
put   one   miner   to   work   In   the   ensuing   18   years,    while  killing  a   fine 
national    park    which    would  have    benefitted    White    Pine    County.    To    this 
day,    the   reputation  of   the  U.S.    Forest    Service  grevloualy    Buffers    In 
Nevada    because    of    this    1964    brlatlecone    cutting    Incident  ... .and    a   prime 
factor   In   this   agency   having   to  repeat    Its   wilderness   studies   under 
BAKE   II. 

We   raise  this   subject,    because   of    the    find   this   organization  made  of   a 
truly   astonishing   brlatlecone  pLne(Plnus   longaeva)    forest    on  the   flanks 
of   Morey    Peak.    We    believe   this    find   may    be  more    unique    than    that    of 
the    Snake    Range--stnce   it    is    the   only    occurrence   known   on   volcanic 
rock.    Indeed,    subsequent   revelations   have   shown  the   existence  ot    desert - 
bound    waterfalls(one    over    1,000    feet),    ancient    archeology,    and    truly 
magnificent  Great    Basin  wilderness   experiences.    Both  John  Mulr  and  Mark 
Twain  used    their    best    prose    to   describe    the   exquisite   wonders    these 
wilderness  areas   possessed. 

Such    language    equally   applies    to    such   WSAs    as   Kawlch    Peak    and   South 
Reveille.    At    kawlch    Peak,    there   are  densely    f orested(plnyon,    Juniper   6. 
mountain  mahogany)    and   rugged    rldgea--repleat    with   mountain    lakes, 
abundant    wildlife   and    splendid    scenic    character.    We    cannot    understand-- 
and    strenuously    proteat--any    recommendation   which    falls    to   recognize 
this    54,320-acre   proposal.    Similarly,    we    have   visited    the   Area   Office 
and  extolled   the  virtues   of   the  valley   and   alluvial    fans   approaches   to 
B,900-ft.    Reveille  Peak.    We  are   sorely    distressed   over   the    fact    that 
this    Is   one   of   the   few   such   WSAs   with   this    topography.    We   believe,    based 
on  our   29  years   experience   in   this  area,    thac   Reveille  Valley   must    be 
Included    Into   the   South   Reveille  WSA   proposal. 

We   concur   with    the    combining   of    Fandango   and  Morey    Peak  units.    The 
closure   of    a   "way"    separating   these  units  must    be  affected   to   protect    not 
only  wilderness   values--but    Insure   against    continued   irreparable  damage 
to  an   endangered   fisheries   habitat   and  critical   riparian  vegetation 
areas. 

Both    Palisade   Mesa   and  The  Wall    have    been   extensively    Investigated    by 
the  NORA    Index  and  Survey  over  a   period   of    20   years.    These   areas   have 
since    been    shown   to    be   one    of    the   Southwest ' B    prime    raptor    areas    for 
rare  predatory   birds.    Including   the   Bald   Eagle,    our   nation's   symbol. 
All    this    Is    In  addLtlon,    to   strange   and  weird   volcanic   formations   whLch 
have    been    compared    Co    the    aurface   of    the   moon.    We   refer    to   mlrlads   of 
recent    lava   flows,    craters   and  volcanic   effects. 

All    nine    of    the    WSAa    are    aome   of    the   moat    deserving    now  under    consider- 
ation on   BLM  Public   Lands.    Indeed,    this   organization   submitted   detailed 
studies   on   some   of   these  areas   In  the   1970e--moat   notably,    Morey   Peak 
and    Blue    Eagle   Mountain.    These    should    be    on    file    In    both    the   state    BLM 
office    and    the  Area  Office.    The    Blue    Eagle   Mountain    study    is    typical 
of    the    remarkable    natural    aerlmdlbldy    we   have    consistently    found    In 
these    WSAs.    Here,    our    researcher,    Nick   Van    Pelt,    found   another    treasure- 
trove    of    brlstlecune    pines,    awesome   roountaLn   escarpments,    bighorn    sheep 
habitat    and   a    strange   occurrence   of    dwarf    whLte    fir.    This    Is    why    the 
bureau  must    adopt    the    a_H  wilderness    recommendation    lor    these   nine   areas. 


Charles    S.    Watson,    Jr.,    Utrecc 


2^-1      n,,.    oiiiieiul    data    used    to    determine    the    re comae a da t ion    for  each   HSA 
was    the   beet   available    date.      It   Included    the   evaluation  of   existing 
developaente    and  claliaa,    as   well  aa    the   FUCR0   report   and   U.S.    Geological 
Survey    input.      A   final  minerals    inventory  will   be   completed  to   determine 
more    fully    the   potential  of   mineral   reeourcee   prior    to   designation  of 
wllderaeaa. 


25-2      It   la   not  entirely    true    that  only    the  mineral  data  inline    the  WSA  was 

need.      All   of    the   data   fronareas   near   the  WSA  waa   alao   reviewed,   however, 
the   UBAii   had   to  be   juged  on   the   potential   recognized  within  each. 


25-3     The   brlatlecone   pine    on   Morey   Peak   and   the    raptor  areaa    in  FaLieado   Haaa 
and  the   Wall  WSAs   have   been   evaluated   in    the    final   E1S. 


.      All    of    these    special    features    of    the   WSA  were    Identified    and  diacuaeed   In 
Chapter   three   of    the    final  EIS,    and  Chapter   Four   of    the   final  BIS    under 
wllderneae   valuea. 
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BATTLE  MOUNTAIN.  NEVADA  (B>20 


WOFT  TuNOFAH   PRELIMINARY   WILDERNESS   ENVIRONMENTAL   IMPACT 
STATEMENT 


AFTER   RRV1EWINC  THESE  NINE  WILDERNESS  STUDY   AHEAS, AND  THE  MINERAL  STUDIES 
\\fti     '  ™«r  "BK«  MADE   A   PANT   OF  THEN,    WE   HAVE  TO  00  OK  RECORD  AS  OPPOSING   ALL 

[  r"%J  *  Tilt  s™*  AK£AS  FOH  THE  FOLLOWING    REASONS. 

IT    WOULD   APPEAR  THAT   MOST  OF  THE  STUDY  AREAS,    ARE  OF  THE- MANUFACTURED  WILDERNESS 
CATEGORY",    MEANING   BY  HAVING  SOHETHING   UITHIN  EACH   AKEA,    WHICH    DOES  NOT    MELT  THE  ORIGINAL 
WILDERNESS   CRITERIA. 

SUCH   A3,    SOME  HAVE  PRIVATE  DEEDED  LAND  SCATTERED  THROUGHOUT  THE  WHOLE  STUDY   AKEA,    OLD 
HOADS  THAT    WERE  -CHERRY-STEMMED"    ORIGINALLY  ARE  CHISS-CROSSINC   MOST   OF  THE  STUDY    AHEAS 
AND  WE  DON'T   SEE   HOW  THIS  CAN   HEbT  THE  REQUIREMENTS  OF  WILDERNESS  CHITEHIA,    EVEN    IF  THE 
PRIVATE  UND|WAS   UOUOHT,    ANu  THE  ROADS  WERE  HE-SEEDED,    AS  THE   LAW  CLEARLY  STATES,    THAT  TO 
QUALIFY,    THE  LAND  MUST    HAVE  NEVER    bEES  TRAMPLED  OK    BY   MAN. 

ON  TRE   HINEKAI.  PART  OF  THE  STUDY,    WE  HAVE  TO  TAKE  EXCEPTION  TO  THE  MANNEK    IR  WHICH    IT 
WAS  DONE.      THE  "FUHCC"    STUDY  WAS   DONE    IN    A  REAL  RUSH  TYPE  SITUATION,    TO  SATISFY  THE  U.S. 
A1K  FORCE  FOR  THE  "MX"    SCARE   AND   AS   PAR  AS  WE  ARE  CONCERNED   IT    IS   ABOUT  WORTHLESS,    AS    IT 
TAKES  FHOK  i  To  10   YEARS  TO   EVALUATE  A  MININC   PROPERTY  AND  GET    IT    INTO  PRODUCTION. 
GRANTED,    THE   U.3.C.3.    DOES  A   FINE  JOB  OF   FIELD  RECONNAISSANCE, MAP  -MAKING   AND 
EVALUATING  DIFFERENT  ST..UCTURES  OF  WHOLE  MOUNTAIN  RANGES    IN    DIFFERENT    LOCALITIES.      AS   FAR 
AS  THEY  CAN  GO  WITH  THEIR  PERSONAL  BEING  ON  THE  LIMITED  NUHBER  SIDE,    IT   WILL  BE  DECADES 
BEFORE  THEY   WILL  BE   ABLE  TO  COVER  AND  REPORT  THE  VAST    AHEAS  OF  LAND  IN  THE  WESTERN  STATES. 

THE  MOST   CONCERN   WE  HAVE  WITH  THESE  STUDY   AREAS,    IS  HOW  CLOSE  THE  BOUNDARIES   ARE  TO  OLD 
MINING   PHUPERTIES  AND  DISTRICTS  THAT    HAVE   YIELDED  PRODUCTION,    EVEN   80  TO   100  YEARS  ACO, 
SO  TREY  CAN    NOT    BE  CLASSIFIED  AS    PROSPECTS.      EVEN    IN    YOUR  DIAGRAMS,    YOU   HAVE  GOOD   MINERAL 
POTENTIAL  LAND  WHOLLY  WITHIN  THE  STUDY   AREA.      YOU  SHOULD   NEVER    HAVE   ANY  KNOWN   MINERAL  BEARDKS 
LAND   EVEN  CLOSE  TO  A  WILDERNESS  STUDY   AREA. 
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j(IOl-AII   i'Kti  iHlHUtX 


«HlJEitNESS    KNVIHUNHEWTAL    lNJAGT   STAlfcMEWl' 


Cfto   IfcWKi  TEND  T(.  ku«fl  AKuUNDAND  NOT  HaassSAKIL*  GO  IN  A  tfTKUOHT  LIWS,    3U  SOME  WT 
TUBSE  CIJj  HlSfES   MAY   BTE^KJ   Fl>R   A  FEU   HUBS  OVER   IHTO   YOUH  STUDY   AREAS.      AHb   IK  THESE 
SNU1   AJttJkS  G*3    ffllO  Tilt  WILDERNESS  SYSTEH,    UK  UILL  NEVER   KNOW    IF  ?RE  ORE   BOW   DID,    IN 
FACT,   GO  OVER    IKN  THE  SIUDY   AREA  AS  WE  WILL  NEVER   BE   ALLOUED  TO  KISB  GUT  THAT   PACT. 

EVEH  THOUGH  YOU  KEEP  TELLING  OS  THAT  WE  CAN   HINE  IN   A  WILDERNESS,    IT   HAS   ALREADY 
BEEN   PRETTY  WELL  PKOVEH  THAT    IT   IS  UNECONOMICAL  TO  TRY  THAT,    DUE  TO  THE   ACCESS     RULES, 
REGULAHONS   AND  SEVERE  RESTRICTIONS  THAT  ARE  PITT   OH  THAT  TYPE  OF   OPERATION,    FOR   A  LARGE 
MINING  COMPANY  OR  SMALL  MINER,    EITHER  CASE. 

DOM  All)   SMITH 

PRESIDENT 

CITIZENS   FOH  FINING 


June    n,    iyc>2 


Lane  Simonian 

2000    W.    Muunu    Ullte 
Reno,    Nevada     09'j09 


Ijeur   S3.au : 

Overall,    I'm   pieuoeil   with    the  Tonopuh   District'*! 
rbCuiui..eridatioii3    regaiding   wildemeus    areas.       However,    same    of    the 
moot    ocenic    ur»tts    huvt    been  unfairly    excluded    from  wlldernusa 
cunaiderutiun    becuuoe    uf    lnconcluaivu    studies   wjiich   indicate    high 
i&inerul    potential.       Even    If    theae    lanau    are    actually    rich    In 
mineral    rvtiourceo,     tliey    shuuldn'  t    be   automatically    excluded    fron 
wlldbrneuu    conuideration.       Wilderneua    iUelf    la    an    Important 
reauurce;    a    resource    wIiucjb    value   and   necnool  ty    hasn't    been   fully 
appreciated. 


Sincerely    Youra, 
Lane    Siinonlan 
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GARRATT  GEOSERVICES 


GARRATT  GEOSERVICES  LTD 
JM0  6Kfc£NAOHIVE 

kauloops,  ec   Canada  V2t  ivi 
(60*1  371-  row 


GARRATT  GEOSEHVICES  U  S.A.  INC. 

p  a   BOX  IWM 

Ely  nevaOa  usa.mmi 

(702)  2683411 


June  4.    1982 

Ely.   Nevada 


Hr.  Leslie  A.  Monroe 

Area  Manager 

P.O.  Box  911 

Tonopah,  Nevada   69049 


Re:  Worey  Wilderness  Study  Area 


Dear  Hr.  Monroe, 

Our  company  is  currently  involved  in  a  mineral  exploration  program 
within  and  adjacent  to  the  proposed  Korey  Wilderness  Area.  The 
region  has  great  potential  for  economic  deposits  of  gold,  silver, 
maganese.  molybdenum,  tin  and  bismuth.  Roads  within  the  area  are 
currently  being  used  for  access  and  evaluation. 

It  is  our  opinion  that  a  wilderness  area  in  the  district  would  be  a 
serious  detriment  to  all  involved.  It  1s  our  hope  that  an  economic 
mineral  deposit  can  be  developed  in  the  near  future  to  benefit  the 
economy  and  people  of  this  region. 


Sincerely, 

J.    blephen   Harriett 
Exploration  Geologist 

On  behalf  of   Garratt  GeoservUes 


ALASKA  —  CANADA  —  WESTERN  U.S. 
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Mr .    u.-ii   Monroe 
Tonopah    htti«urue    *r 
Tonopah,    Nv  .    890^9 


ibutt  Andrews  hd . 
Medford,  Oregon  9Vl;01 
June  ^9,  1982 


i>ear  lii  r  : 

My  name  in  bary  1     homey n  arid  as  a    tltlmn  1  would  like  to 
comment  on  ti.e  braft  Tonupai.  ireliminary  Wilderness  hecommendat Inns 
LIS-.   01"  tiitj  alternatives  proposed,  1  find  the  hiophosis  on  Manageability 
alternative  to  bo  the  wisest  use  of  the  public  lands  in  question. 

1  base  this  recommendation  on  my  findings  as  presented  In 
the  fclti.   A  very  telling  statistic  1b  trie  percentage  of  the  Tonoyah 
He source  Area  recommended  for  Wilderness  designation,  page  2-2 . 
The  proposed  action  calls  for  only  6.i?%  of  ttie  area  to  be  Held  aa 
Wilderness.   Under  the  Manageability  alternative  tue  figure  is  11.6%. 
lb  that  to  inucb?   Only  11.6%  of  tola  vast  area  to  be  left  untouched 
by  the  band  of  man.   Tnis  leaves  over  B^%  of  the  area  open  to  almost 
any  activity  tnet  one  wishes  to  pursue.   The  developmental  intereata 
make  ao  much  noise  about  locking  up  the  land,  yet  in  my  dealings 
a  !?U%  -  ^0%  split  is  fair.-  and  wtiat  activities  truely  lock  up  tue  land? 
lernapa  a  ?o*  -iO%   split  would  L-e  acceptable  to  industry,  but  the 
Manageability  alternative  commits  only  11. 6*  of  tue  hesource  area 
to  wilderness  -  and  it  allows  for  the  majority  of  good  and  high 
potential  areas  for  gas,  oil,  and  geotiieroial  in  the  U!iA '  a    to  be 
open  lor  deve  lopmen  t ,  page  IJ-  1  J.   Kurt  her  no  re,  pr  snoot  livestock 
use  would  be  allowed  to  continue. 

The  preferred  alternative  is  inadequate.   Only  a  fraction  of 
ttie  resouce  area  would  be  cotnmited  to  Wilderness.   J-hia  alternative 
seems  to  delete  acreage  that  i«  of  any  potential  comaer c  1  al  wortn. 
Conflicts  are  decided  in  favor  of  tue  competing  Interests  to  preservation. 
A  case  in  point  is  ttie  Spun,  hevtt  1  le  USA.   At  106,c'UU  acreb,  tnis 
lb  a  big  -iiderness,  with  sll  ttie  associated  benefits  of  a  large  area. 
'1'here  ere  not  to  many  large  untouched  areas  left,  and  fcfle  ^outii 
heveille  offers  diverse  scenery  and  represents  several  ecosystems. 
Clearly  it  needs  to  Le  saved,  yet  under  the  proposed  action  only 
the  ^5,uuU  acre  mountain  core  is  recommended  tor  Wilderness.   Gone 
are  tbu  valley  and  footuill  portions  whlcu  are  Integral  to  the  core. 
ttie  proposed  Wilderness  would  he  like  e  dying  man  -  only  a  shadow  of 
it's  former  self. 
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1  jo  find  tiia  recommended  action  concerning  tne  riore.y  area 
to  te  rail  advised.   't«  closure  of  u.e  S.  -lxmlle  houd  does 
create  a  manageable  -Ilderneaa.   TUe  benefits  of  wilderness  are 
lopg  term  and  far-reacnlng .  I.  urge  you  to  re-evaluate  your 
preffered  alternative  and  Instead  opt  for  a  declalon  udicii  balanceo 
tbe  competing  Interests  and  promotes  good,  bound  management  for 
imerlca'b  public  land.  1  promote  toe  alternative  ti.at  stresses  an 
empnaals  on  manageability.   Tbank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Sincerely , 
1  it.    J.    *.'«, 


Daryl'  komeyn 


31-1 


liU.I.l  :,    >;i.if'i  i  .-t  i 
ILH*)    Kings    RjW 

K«no ,   nv     by5G"j 

-Stateti-ent    on    "Tuj.-jpal,    Prdiii.1 


ry   wilderness  keconnie.tdatiu 


til 


I    fin.    pleaded    to    be    bn-t    tti    testify    in    support   t»f    the    preferred 
al  tentative  which   recommends  designation  oi    \  areas  within 
tht     lonopah   Resource    Area    (Niorey/Fandangu  ,    Palisade   Mesa,    '(he 
Wall,    South  Reveille,    &  Blue  EagleJ. 

The  Ell!  haa  substantiated   the  wilderness  character  of   these 
outstanding  lands.      Trie  management   decisions  act-   el  ear .      I 
particularly    concur   with    the   proposed    closure   oi'    the   destruc- 
tive   jeep    road    in   South    Six   Kile    Canyon.       The    pluri    to    recom- 
mend   non -wilderness   un    lands   of    obvious    resource    conflict 
where-    they  occur  on    the  margins  of  the  defined   wilderness 
boundaries   is      basically   s>.und. 

1    disagree    with    the    preferred    alternative    arid    the    ElS.ln    g«fl- 
eral,    in    two    areas.       1}    The  minerals    survey    data   which    ia    be- 
ing  uaeu    to    establish    mineral    resource    conflicts    is    at    best 
speculative.       It    should    not    be    used    to    justify    a    r.on-wilder- 
r.ess    recommendation    since    the   area    being   considered    relative 
tc    the    size    of    the    HA    is    so    small.       2]    The   Kawich   VrJA    should 
be    added    to    the    wilderness    recommendation    (as   defined    in    the 
Management  alternative)   since   it  is  being  eliminated   based 
on    the  mineral;!    survey. 

The    mineral    possibilities   of    all    recommended    wilderness    lands 
must    be    studied    by    the    UZjUS   prior    to    its    final    approval    by 
Congress.       This    survey    will    identify    severe    conflicts   at 
that    time.       Therefore,     there    is    no    need    to    withdraw   Kawich, 
a    lucally    known    wilderness    resource,    due    to    this   questionable 
minerals    survey . 

overall,     as    the    Draft    K1J    status,    unly     t  J.  'A    0J     the    hA    is 
being   considered    fur   pussible   wilderness   rv^vntnendatioiL, 
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Tfcw    picici  red    alternative    plus   Kawich    (under    ttlB    management 

dlun-i>iivej   represents  only   7.?*  of    the  HA.      Simple  Arithme- 
tic reveals  that  92.3*  of   the  RA  remains  open   to   intensive 
mineral    development,    ORV    use    and    the    like.       The    amall    amount 
of   wilderness   protection   being  off erred   in   the  Tonopah   KA 
will  t.avt  no  significant  effect  on  the  development  industries 
while    protecting   a    precious   National    Heritage. 

A    final    comment    on    the    combining   of    the    Fandango    and    Morey 
Peak    rfSA's    by    closing    the    "road"    up   S.    Six  Mile    CreeK .       1 
have   hiked    the    entire   distance    up   S.    Six   mile,    rested   along 
its  meadows  and   watched    the    trout    dart    to    the    nearest    bank 
when   a    shadow    is    cast   on    the    water.       The    cloaure    is    based 
on    the   manageubi li ty    of    the    wilderness    resource    according 
to    the    t'IS.      rtith    this    1    heartily    concur.      However,    I 
would    like    to    point    out    that    this    road    in    contri butihg 
to    the    bev«n-   degradation    (livestock    being    the   other)    of 
this    rare    CN    trout    stream.       The    "road"    should    be    closed 
immediately    where    the    canyon   entrance    narrows   and    becomes 
a    rubble    ul"    r^cka    washed   down   during    flash    floods   wi  thuut 
waiting    fur    the    adoption  of    final    Wilderness    Recommendations . 

Tharut    you    for    this    opportunity    to    comment. 

Sincerely , 

Dennis  Ghigli eri 


l.'i  ,d.:  it'.tBD    .Jtui^iuiLiui),     lis    cLflLcd    in     Liu:    Wi  L  de  vn<;  «*    Act    of    1964*   provid*6 
lor    p  re*e  rva  tier,    uf   areas    Id    an   tiiuciulnliv    a«Lur*l    coudltlou    tor    tim 
future    use    »nd   enjoyment   of    cite    public. 
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IU-s»e      Ml  k'Alar.J 

Reno,     NV      fe5Su3 

itatelterit    ori    "Tonupat.    Pr  tl  i mi nary    Wiljern. 


HecoiTimenda  Hon  a    tilS 
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Ihaij*    y„u   Jwr    Uiiu   opportunity    to    testify   or,    the   prelimin- 
ary  «.ila«ri.eBti  recommendations  and    fciw  Draft  Tonopah  wila- 
ern«=sw   Environmental    t»pact   titattsiuant.      l    would    like    to 
L-umpUfcent    the    &attle    Mountain    District    and     the    Tonopah    k.A. 
staff    for    developing  a    clear   and    concise    KIS    which   ah. 
ddc^udt^ij    exiurAtiea    the   environmental    impacts   of   wilderueais 
Seaigi.ttUcn   or    r,ui  -jesi^iatioi,. 

I    i'.iiy    s-M^puri    the    pitierrtci   alternative   which    ia   clearly   ^r.d 
factually    i^^i.tJ.       the    only    addition    I    wi,uld     lake    |«    that 
KttwK'h    should    be    included    in    u,i  s   alternative.      The    uhief 
tritici&n   ia    thai    the   Kugr-j  mineral    study    in    superficial 
ai.j    was    nut    intended    ['or    the    purpose    of    this    fclS,       The    U.S. 
■leoLigicai    Jurvcy    must    perform    a    thorough   mineral    survey    after 
UjU    ii^l    recommendation   t©    Congress.      The    USCS    study    will    be 
a  more    prfc-ieatiional    arid    supportable    evaluation   of   mineral 
potential    wiucfc    Congress    can    then    use    in    its    deliberations - 

Trie    only    other    additions  1    have    to    the    tIS    concern    the   defic- 
iencies   in    the    section    on    socio-economic    benefits    of    wilderness* 

1.  no  attempt  was  made  to  quantify  financial  benefits  of  wild- 
erness use,  although  all  gas  and  perishables  must  be  purchaeed 
in    local    coram  uni  ties  i 

2.  it   airect    benefit    of    wilderness   to    livestock    grazing  is    the 
potential    decrease    in    vandalism   and    cattle    rustling    due    to    the 
Oecreaseo    vehicular   access    to    remote    areas i 

3.  a  najor   potential    benefit    of    wilderness    to    livestock    grazing 
and    recreation    ia    its   protection   of    prime    grazing  and    recrea- 
tional   lands    from   military    projects    such    as    the    K-X    missile 

and    political    schemes    such    as    "privatization." 

A    clarification    of    the    reasons    for     the    closure    of     the    road    in 
uuth    Six    .v.ile    Canyon    should    be   made    in    the    EIS.       As    1    under- 
tana    it,    BLi''.    intends   or   has    already    closed    the    road   aa    part 
f    a   wildlife    Habitat   Management   Plan.      Although    closing   the 


32-6 


r^ad    certainly    would    improve    wilderness  manageability,     the 
original    benefits    determined    by    BLM    are    to    the    fisheries   and 
wildlife    resources   and    to    reduce    the    extensive    erosion    occur- 
ring  in    South    jix   Mile    Canyon. 

A   quaation    I    have    la   why    the    heno    SKUA    wai^   not    included    on 
P- **-13  as    it    certainly    is    within  one    day's   driving,     distance 
from   moat    of    the   Tonopah    wilderneae    areas.       1    would    guess 
that    the    Tonopah    wilderness   areas    *ill    probably    be   more    heavily 
used    by    kenu    hikers,    hunters,    and    campers    than    uy   Las    Vegans. 

Respite     the    above    mentioned     differences,      I     feel     the    draft 
Tui  w  pa  j,    l*.  J  -J    is    a    very    well    written   document    and    the    h\M    is 

to     he    c, omened    for*    i  Lu    very    pro  I'essi  unal     effort. 
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The  data  and  finding  of  KliCBC  National,  Inc.  (How  ttCTKC)  were  felt.  to  be 
the  btiii  information  currently  asaembled  and  available.  Hineral  resourcai 
survey  l  t ,.  u :  -.  s  will  also  be  prepared  by  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and 
Bureau  of  Hlnea  on  all  areas  with  a  preliminary  recommendation  as  suitable 
for  wlldernesa  designation.  This  additional  mineral  resources  Information 
will  become  part  of  the  information  uaed  by  the  Sacretary  of  the  Interior 
In   Baiting   the    final   recommendation. 


O 


Data    la   not   available    to    quantify    the   economic    benefice!    of   wlldemeaa 
vlbltor    uae    In    central    Nevada.       However,    the    potential    benefits    In 
urai  of    increased  visitor   uaa   la   diacuaaed  in   Chapter   Four  of    the   final 
EIS. 


lilt    livestock   uperacora   nay   receive   benefit    from  lower   vaunallan   rates, 
kuu    livestock    rustling,   etc.,    which   would   ba    rusultu   of    lower  vehicle 
acccee.       These    benefits    are    not    qwani  tif  labia    or   measurable,    although 
they   nay  exist, 


32-4     Wlldemeaa   designation,    a*   stated   in    the   Ulldernese   Act   of    1964,   provides 
tor    preservation    of    areaa    in    an   essentially   natural   condition    for    the 
future    uae   and  enjoyment   of    the   public, 


The  Morey  Habitat  Management  Plan  re  commended  closing  the  Buuth  Sijcalia 
Canyon  to  livestock  grazing  and  closure  of  the  road  to  vehicle  traffic. 
The    Impacts    of    closing    roads    am    diacuaaed   in    ChapLar    Pour. 


S2~b      The    Uilderneua   Study    Ai^uii    are    farther    than    one   day's    driving    tioe 

(five  houra)    from  Reno,    Nevada.      The    five   hour   time   ia   a    requirement 
of    the    BLH  Wlldemeaa    Study   Policy. 
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(conoco) 


Conoco  Inc 

5SS    !«YBI>1B«.:II      S« 

Do.. ...     LO  BQ202 

(j(Wj  s;s-6ooo 


Mr  . 


>1  ] 


Tciwpah  kcajiiicc  Aita  Mana-jtl 
Bui  id  in  >j  102  Military  Circle 
P.  O.  box  9il 
Tonopah,  Nevada   B904  9 


1  have  CcvitWdJ  the  Drat t  Tonopah  P icl  uui rucy  Wi idei ntsi 
hecommendat  ion  a  invi  lonmental  Impact  Statement  and  would 
like  to  comment  on  same . 

i 

Bccauiit  wi  ldermr&a  classification  will  prevent  exploration 
fat    and  development  of  much  needed  mineral  resources,  1 
favor  the  Emphasis  on  Resource  Development  Alternative. 


It  tin:  Preferred  Alternative  is  Selected  those  areas  Wi 
%]..od  tii  iilyll  mineral  potential  should  be  exel  tided  t  ECHO 
wilderness  classification. 


th 


because  of  ijood  no  i.eral  potential  in  Lhu  run  theaStel'H  por  tlon 
ol  tlie  Murey  iNV--ubl')-191 )  area  and  Limit?  turmi  ned  mineral 
potential  in  tlie  remainder  of  the  area,  1  believe  the  entire 
Morey  area  should  be  excluded  from  wilderness  consideration. 
Two  areas  of  yood  mineral  potential  and  undetermined  mineral 
potent  ial  exist  in  the  western  portion  of  the  Pal isade  Mesa 
[ KV-06D-14 2/162)  area.   Because  of  this  the  western  naif 
of  the  Pal isade  Mesa  area  should  be  excluded  from  wilderness 
consideration. 


Gordon  1..  Pine 
Senior  Geologist 


/brs 

CC  i        E.     F.     Birdsall 


ly    i,    ittisj 


Tui. ,,(,„(,     keauurci     Altd,      BLi 


iliey    will    rmikt    excellent    aJJliionb    u    uui    Hal  i  unit  1    iJUicrnefis    iyst^nf. 

L      Wdi     tilsat'pt.lllttui      11',. IL      El**:     KdWl^ll     I'.dll^c     WL.A     U^ti     11. >l      acici    Leil     sllkt      it 

seems    lo    be    iil     Llit    iame    lil(jl.    quality    at,     [lit    ..■thei     j[tab    dud    \iatt    lew 
L-tfiUUt.lt.    wiU.    ^ilur    nwutrta,       fctUrfpa    ihlo    particular    WSA    cuuld    be 

rttodiiiltrcd     In    yuut     tlin.1     1'ec.jHUii^iidi.L  lunh  . 


ult    »uu    rut     yt.ur    coita  Urral  lun    ol     Una    bltfLem 


fhiltCjjil*^      OtX.^^,?- 


-II'jU   ?L.lk    Street 
keno.    SV      Hy!jU( 
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CANOKEX  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 


i*ojj  KM  2200 
July   2.    I9W 


#1200  '18  inn: 
Dsnvaf  GoknaOo  fc 
USA 

(303)  tus-oja^ 


&3A -0262/3 


Lesl  1 


A.    Hull 


bureau  of  land  Mdi.*-j«ii*iil 
Tonopan  Resource  Area  Manager 
P.O.  Boa  911 
Tonupoh,  Nevada   B9fM9 


Draft  Environmental  Impact 
biatewent  fur  the  Tonopah 
kesource  Area 


Ued 


Sir: 


Our  company   is  Currently  engaged   in   the   active   exploration  of  d  block  of   claims 
In    the  Horey  Peak  area  whicn  at   this   stage  appears  very  premising.      Trie   type  of  oc- 
curence under   Investigation  has  the  potential    for  a   low-graae  high-tannage  deposit 
which,    if  we  are   Successful    in  establishing   the  presence  of   an  economic  deposit, 
would  have   tremendous  economic  benefits   to   the  area. 

The  Draft   Envi  roruiiental    Impact  Statement   for   tne  Tonopah  Resource  Area   con- 
cerns ine   for   three   reasons.      Firstly,    even   though  our  area   of    immediate   interest 
only  lies   partially  within   the  proposed   riSA ,    E   am  concerned   that    tne  establishment 
of  a  UiTderness  Area    in   the  Horey  Peak   district  will    have  a    serious   deleterious 
effect  on  any   future  development  plans  we  might  have. 

Secondly,    the  prospective  geology  which  hosts   our  mineralization  continues 
into  the   proposed  Horey   Peat  USA  and   therefore   has  a   high  potential    to  host   sim- 
ilar mineral  watlun.      The    establishment   of    a    Wilderness    area   tiere  would   preclude 
any   attempts    Dy    Industry    to  explore   and   evaluate    the  mineral    potential    of    the 
area . 

Thirdly,    I    am  disturbed   that   your   proposals    include   the  closures   of   exist- 
ing roads.      I    believe    that   any   attempt   to   "create"   wilderness    is   contrary    to    the 
original    intent  of   the  Wilderness   Act  and   thai   any   Such   closure  would   have   far- 
reaching    implications   and   ramifications.      There  are   sufficient  pristine  areas    In 
the   United  States    thai   properly  qualify   for  designation  as  MSA's  without   arti- 
ficially  Dying    to  create   then. 

I   hope   thai   you  will   seriously   reconsider  your  proposals    to  establish  the 
Horey  Peak  USA       Thank  you  very  much   for  your   consideration  of  my   comments 

Very    truly    yours , 

CAhOREX    INTERNATIONAL,    INC. 


H.    1).   Hclnnis   -   Vice  President 
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volusu.       Should    Horey    be    designated    a*    wl  Ida  mesa  ,    existing    claims    would 
be    examined    to    determine    validity    and  would    be    processed    la    accordant* 
with    existing    regulation*. 


35-2      There    are    two    important    points    to    be    addressed: 

(,1>       The    proposed    action    tor    this    document    dues    not    reconmend    the    closure 
of    South  Simile   Bo ad. 

(2)       The    Wilderness   Act   of     196A    doe*   not    preclude    the    closing  of    cherrysten 
roads.       Thla    action    was    aot    taken    to    "create"  wilderness,    buc    rat  hoc 
to   enhance    wilderness    values    already    In    existence.       Decisions    on 
roadless    areas    have    been    challenged    In    Interior    Board  of    I^utds    Appeals 
(IBLA)    actions.       At    lease    cwo   of    these    are    directly    related    to    the 
Ton  up  ah    Keaource    Area;    I8LA   Bl-540,    Walter    Beriuit    (3/Ol/ti2)    sod    IMJt 
fil-541,    (JJ-ltm,    State    of    Nevada    et    al    (3/03/82).       Both    decisions 
upheld    the    Bureau's    process    of    ciie  rryatecnlng    sod    tha    evaluation    of 
*uch    sreaa    during    the    study    phase. 
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.il     yrnif    [Jrl:-    .  ..i.,  cruli.x    llw    'ltnuif-tl   WltdurfKBB    Study    Aicj;       ii.^bK 
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dirt     lid.  ka    auU^LK-     Mr    -.-wheu  l    drive    VtfhlcU    ^chb,     pruvldc    the    Bdle 
iitLi'abury   iind   pr.idutLive  uwdits   tjf    acre  as    to   thesa   jttja,      1'Ims    Fact    that 
ttii'sL-    ruiids    ,iru    nut     Im^rovud,    doe  a    r.ul    lessen    tlielr    lu^ltloutuy    at*   valid 
rw*Jn-       Wt;    ncruiitly    proicMI    blJl'b    Je-faCtO    paaitlon    time    these    means 
ul    MCt'CttU    ai'«    n*il    n-ads    butuuae    I  hey    do    not    meet    orliltrary    ion,  i  uvu-taent 
.  illurl.i.       Uc    ri'Hucsl     thai     /uu    niiitolJer    In.lualon    »>r     a    pulley    blaUment 
it.    tliv    Url.-.    tlidt    all     touch    trjLkU    will     be    maintained    while    hu.il.    uitda 
hive    Wilderness    Study    SULuii,    and    that    entry    on    Lhese    roads,    for    valid 
(juruuues    b>    the    public,    be    ma  Lot  allied  . 

t.  Wi     Wuuid    also     1  iKe  tu    state    that    It     is    uur    j|»1i>1o(1,     as    an    established 

tribal]     MevaJ.1    hualness,     thai     \^\Jt    eualuallou    of     the    B.ldeial    poteiillal    ul 
Hie     loilupah    Wilderness    biudy    Are,.     Is    bluaed     ti.    lawt    of     I  he    "w  1  Iderneau" 
use.       U    dlre.tly    tgnureti    the    history    of    mineral    deve  I  agnail  I  a    in    this 
country    wta=reby    changing   i-iunuinkb,    production    technology,    and    e«(ilura- 
l  lun     IJvas    renal 1     In    tlw     I  t ruling    ul     deposits    ol     major    national     algnifi- 
t  .tin  t  ,      Lu    .irciin     I  or  toe  r  ly    tons  I  del  ed     to    be    devoid    of     potential. 
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futit   pu»M  Urn  an    Uk:.l    issues    U   ttarmlul    tu    tlie  aii.er*.J    Industry,    and 

.u  Cue  eLunomk  viability  ol  biudll  buslin.-as«.-a  In  atati-a  au^U  at,  Nevada 
jt.crv  much  ol  the  hualneu*  activity  U  related  Lo  o-lnln^.  U*  consider 
the  UblS  biased  to  ih*  Lxuni  that  It  inadequate  1  y  evaluates  the  elfec 
jf  Ul  ldeiness  btuJy  Ax  eat.  on  &siall  businesses  and  on  mincidl  Industry 
.alvUltn.  We  request  tliat  you  revise  the  study  to  eliminate  ilils 
blab. 


KAi'Vtb,    i.AbilDAY    &    AolUi.l  Al  t.t> 


O 


UWK/dt 
cc:    Ms. 


Seualui    faul    laxalt 

t^ongi  e&sBum    lamed    Saiu  lnl 
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Ue    do    nut    feel    the    environmental    impact    statement    Is    blaied    In    favor  of 
wi)  demean.       The    impacts    of    wlldeniene    on  mineral    deve  lopceti  L»    have    boen 
addressed    in    all    areas    where    the    mineral    potential    uas    sufficiently    eatab- 
llahed    or    professionally    estimated    to    be    of    value.       Ihla    analysis    toot 
into   consideration    economic    factors   as    well    as    Location    and   accessibility. 
U*he  re    mineral   potential   was    known    to    be    high    and  wilderness    values    of    the 
urea    were    not    nqual    01     hljdier,    the    area    was    not    recoinaended    for    wilderneso 
designation. 
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lilmUMmtw- 


AMERICAN  WILDERNESS  ALLIANCE 

Wt  *  Sw(i«  I  •  D*nv*r.  tukw**o  M2U 
t»«J)  f  54- 5*1 1 


July   9,    L96Z 


hip.    Leslie    A.    Monro* 
Tonopah    Rasouroe    Area    Managor 
P.    0.    Box    9H 
Tonopah,    Havada   6901+9 

Dear    Mr.    Monro* l 


"  % 


Pleaee   aooept    thoa*    iinuMiiti    for   tha    cfflolal    reeord    »a         ^         \. 
tno    Preferred   Alternative    In    the    draft   E38    eonooroing 
tha    WtldamoBs    3tady   Aroti    In    tha    Tonopah   Heaouroe    A-raa . 

Tha    American   Wlldornosa    Allianoe    la    a   flestern-bssed  ,-   ; 

national    non-profit    organisation   ahoaa    mambera    ara 
dodloatod    primarily   to    promoting    tha    oonaarvattan  aoal 
alaa    uao    of    the    nation's    decraaalng   olldornaaa,    wlldltf* 
habitat   and   wild    rl»«r   roaouroaa. 

We    and    oar    Hevada   nembera    ara    faial\lar   with    tha    Wlldornaaa       --** 

Study   Araaa.      Wa    atrongly    oupport    tha    Buroau    af    Land 

ManaKeiaent    Profarrod    Alternative    af    dealgnatlng    fira  '#f 

tha    eight   KKSAa    tstallng    234,000   acraa    aa    wlldarneaa,      Tha 

five    araaa    effar    out* t*nd i ng    opportunl tlea    for   ool ltuda 

and   an   uneonflnod   wlldarneaa    axparlanoa,    aa   wall   ai 

wt idornoea-aaaoolatod    wildlife   and   oxoaptional     goologlool 

feituroa.      Tha    wlldarneaa    qua L IT loat lone    of    the    areaa 

are    high,    and    the    operable    aommod ] t y    roaouroaa    or 

poeatbia    aonflictlng   uaaa    In    tha    unlta    are    very    low    or 

ncm-ex.lt  tont .      They    fully   deaarve    a   wlldarneaa    dea  lgnatl  an. 

Howevar,    wo    alao    raapeotfully    urge    that    tn»    Bureau   of   Land 
Management    add    to    Ita    Preferred   Alternative    far  wilder- 
ness   designation   tha   following  two   superb  aroaa i 

Kawleh  wJSA--approxinataly    30,000   aares 

Reveille    Valley   w3A--som    3O(U00   aarea 

tfa    note    that    tha    BLM    did    net    reoejonand    tha    5U>320  ion 
tCawlch  W3A    far  wlldarnssa    status.      But    wa   and    our   Nevada 
mombara    firmly    Delleye    that    ■  on*     30,000   agree    of    tha    area 
do    possess    paramount    wilderness    character! atlas    and    values 
and   should    bo    lnaluded    in    tha    BLM    Preferred   Alternative 
for   a   wilderness    olsss if lcat ion,    as    alaa   proposed   by    the 
Publio    Lands    TasK   Poroe    of   NORA    and    the    Nevada   wilderneia 
Assoclatlon.      The    UX  nineral    rooonnalaaanea    whleh   gave 

"Wt  Donl  Intum  the  Earth  from  uur  Anctuo/j,  Wt  Borrow  If  from  our  CbltJrm."  '  r 

■I-bJl*-  ki— iii.r,     .  vxv..  .i.ITm    'h'iiii    r  -    ■  i  I  nil  jaslaaaaaW  ■^■^■"^'^i^-aafcJi-**^^aa£^ 
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Ultlt    A.    Monroe,     J.-iy    4,     1V8?,     Pa^e     2 


mo    area    ■    good    rating    for   mineral    j-utontlil    was    vorj 
a  .■  o  :■:::■.!  a  i    ana    speculative,       No    opera  Die    tnlninli    are 
khowi.    to    exlo  t    In    tUa    unit .       In    »dd1tiun,     trio    need    to 
i..j'i';I     ..n'.c      '.:.->     vo,'«t*|.!oii     In     the      }«Wi  t  .  0  :■  ■  L  v  ;,  ■  I     ■  11  dl  i  f  • 

tut  I:  I  Lai    of    ti.o    area    la    highly    quoatiODnbl*,       Juniper 
and  ''hi*    i  a  get,.'i,ah    remove  1    la    a«  ldoro    parminent    end    often 
ooa  t  ly . 

We    l-oi  Jo  ve    K.at    a  okj  a     V),  Out)    acres    shou  Ld    bo    a  deled    to    thi 
RLM'a     roc  onir.e  ndat  Ion    far    a    K«vo  11  lo    Val  ley   Wilds  mesa. 
Tne    i  rot  oaeJ    Wilderneas    would    than    eneoTitaaa    apprui  Imately 
&}.,     iu   acroa    of    thai    106,000    aero  W3A.      The    bLM    reeom- 
mendn  t  leu    cuiiLhIhi    ins    mountu  Inous    cora    of    thla    wild   traat. 
However ,     the    additional     "$0, 000    odd    tcrea    that    wa     tut  va 
pro)  03 a d    would    include    more    of   tno    valley   p.ortlon    Inherent 
In    the    name    of    the    area  ,    mawln^    the    greater    WILdornosa 
more    credible   and    viable.      The  re    are    extremely   few    oppor- 
tunities   to    estahllan.    large    valley    m  1  Ldorneeasa  .      The 
addition    uf    trie    10,000    acre*    of    the   W3A    to    the    BLW's    propoaad 
3-3,000   acra    Revelila    Valley   tflldorneas    nrovldea    thla    •xeep- 
tlonal    opportunity.      The    additional    acreage    la    without    jaap 
roada    and    of    high  wildernesa    quality.      Hht r«    possible, 
a    wilderness    racowanda  t  Ion   ahould    eneompaea    a    liberal    oroaa- 
•  ectl  on    of    the    w1.  Id    land*  ca  r-e ,    not    Just    tne    nioanttlnbai 
core.      Tula    provides    a    natural   setting   or    foreground    to 
tin    * i  Ids  rnesi    and   adda    to    its    variety    at    terrain,    a  a    wall 
as    plant    and  animal    life. 


mend 

by 

Tula 


train 

that 
s    la 


adltl  or, ,    ws    a  trongl  j    support    tne    BLM1  a    exce  llent    race 
.atlon    to    combine    tns    Morsy    t-oan   and    Kandan^o    areas 
losing    the     loop    road    that    separates     the    two    areas. 
1  -  op    roadJbrossea    and    ro-oroaaoa    a    valuable    trout    a 
me  a,    and    vehicle    uaa     la    causing    aevare    damage    to 
stream    and    Li. a    trout    life.       It    should    he    noted    that    thl 
fcrte    only    trout    stream  entirely    on    HLM    lands    within    tha 
Totiopsh    Ma  source    Area.       Moreover,    bighorn    shaep    nave    been 
restored    to    the    area,    and    alluding    vehicle    use    from    thw 
i/rnater   araa    would    benefit    and   enhance     tne    recovery    of 
thla    sensitive    wilderness    ajilmal. 

We    note    In    thla    connection    that    Rlua   Eagle    has    an    indliranoua 
bighorn   a hasp   hard   which   most   as  a  uredly    deserves    wilderness 
protection.       The    antelo[e    wnloh   are    feund    In   most    of    tha 
recommended  Wildernesses   would    llltawlae    benefit    from  a 
wi  ldernesa    das  1  iBpat  Ion  . 
<■ 
ThaiiK   you    for    the    opportunity    to    present    theea    ©emmanta , 

SUaCa^-ely, 


CllfChn    "TMorrltt 
Executive    Director 


the  wlj  Jc  nitoM  a  Ludy  proctaa  lias  reviewed  nut  only  the  islueral  resource 
dalit,  which  doea  nut.  show  atrunfc  evidence  of  mineral  deve  lopaents ,  but 
alau  ,-.:■■■.•.:■-  iiihuldlug* ,  lilaan  IiBprlutB,  and  other  factors  which  effect 
the  recOBBBeada  Lion  for  wilJeiinn  in  ihla  WSA.  All  values  arc  weighed 
In  lie  tcrnitiliia  the  suitability  or  uousul  tabill  ty  for  wllaaraaaa.  In  the 
na»e  of  (.he  Kewlch  WSA,  Che  wilderness  values  wen  uai  felt  to  be  high 
enough    to   outweigh    the    otiier    v«lue«    that    would    ba    focaapaa. 
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Ht>     Ltiijl.lt:    A .     Monroe 

Tonopah  Resource  Area  Manager 

Building  ll)2  Military  Circle 

P.O.  box  3  11 
Tonopah  ,  NV   8904  9 

Kl:  :   Comments  Prel  wiiiiary  Wilderness  Recommendations 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

bear  Mr  .  Monroe  : 

l  have  recently  finished  reading  the  Environmental  impact 

Statement  on  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area  Wilderness  Recommendations 
I  represent  part  of  the  geological  exploration  sector  of  the 
public  and  have  the  following  comments  regarding  the  recommen- 
dations and  methods  of  arriving  at  same . 

I  think  you  have  given  most  of  the  potential  users  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt  in  the  preferred  alternative.   It  appears 
possible  best-solution  considering  the  alternatives. 


to  be 


I  object,  however,  to  the  following  practices,  which  have 
n  considered,  that  "create"  wilderness. 

Closing  the  road  between  the  Morey  and  Fandango  WSA's  creates 
a  much  larger  "roadlesH"  area.   While  this  may  create  more 
potential  for  solitude,  I  don't  think  that  building  wilderness 
was  the  intent  of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  19dj  or  the  federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976.   Further ,  rehabilitations 
of  that  same  road  will  cost  the  public  a  fair  amount,  which 
again,  goes  against  the  intent  of  the  Act  and  FLPMA. 

Closing  and  rehabilitating  "cherry-stem"  roads,  again,  is 
"creating"  wilderness  area  by  removing  evidence  of  mans' 
existence.   The  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  outlined  the 
characteristics  which  a  wilderness  area   must  have,  including 
"at  least  5000  acres...  of  contiguous  public  land  or  be  of  a 
size  to  make  practical  its  preservation  and  use  in  an  unimpaired 
condition."  and  "generally  appear  to  have  been  affected  primar- 
ily by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  ul  man's  work 
substantially  unnot iceable . °   I  think  that  thiB  is  clear  in 
the  Legislature's  intent  that  man's  imprint  i 


ubsta 


ally  unng 


able 


Mao,  I  don't  get  any  sense  of  a  desire, 
by- the  Legislature ,  that  the  public's  precious  dollars  are  to 
be  spent  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  rehabilitating  roads, 
other  areas,  to  create  wilderness.   It  would  appear  that  the 

s  which  f  ii 


intent  was  to  sat  aside  e 

istics  outlined  in  the  Wilderness  Act,  not  create  ne 


isting 


char 
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1'urchase  ing  adjacent  lands  and  private  in  holdings  is  again 
"creating"  wilderness  by  spending  U.S.  tax  dollars  to  increase 
acreage.   I  can  see  where  this  could  lead  to  more  rehabilita- 
tion required  and  thus  extra  cost  to  "create"  wilderness.   No, 
this  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Act.   Those  areas  which  must  be 
raodif led  to  make  them  into  wilderness  must  no  longer  be 
wilderness  and  can ,  the  re f ore ,  not  be  considered  under  the 
present  mandate  from  f'Lf'MA. 


The  lands  added  t 
I  do  not  think  th 
and  rehabil itate  1 
lar 


Blue  E 


th 
.  extr 

ids  thus  creating 


gle  WSA  are  an  example  of  this . 

dollars  should  be  spent  to  buy 
wildernebs .   This  partic 


rtiis 


Ne 


i  enaon  ilolc  ianas  tnus  creating  wildernebs  .   This  particu- 

example  is  also  adjacent  to  known  oil  fields,  and  for  that 

.on  alone  should  not  be  considered  due  to  its  potential  to 

'"  present  energy  crisis,  and  lend  to  the 


lp  ease  our  natio 
vada  mineral  economy 


.Wilderness  is  a  necessary  and  desired  part  of  the  United  States 
as  evidenced  by  the  passage  of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  and  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976.   I  do  not  think, 
however,  that  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  was  to  build  and 
create  wilderness  by  buying  additional  lands ,  reclaiming  roads , 
removing  imprints  of  man's  existence  via  rehabilitation  of  roads, 
or  withdrawing  lands  that  may  have  a  potentially  important  role 
in  the  mineral  economy  of  the  United  States.   I  do  think  the  intent 
was  to  set  aside  areas  which  are  already  in  the  public  domain  and 
which  still  possebs  the  wilderness  characteristics  outlined  in  the 
1964  Act  without  further  expense  to  the  public  via  modification  to 
remove  evidence  of  man's  prior  presence. 

Sincerely  concerned , 


-f  JJ,...cL 


MICHAEL  S.  SMITH 
Exploration  Engineer 


JAMES  Ii.  BRIGHT 
President 
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W-J       Vief.de    refer    to    reauouue    135-2    to   Canorex. 

Juihablll  tation    ot    cherryatea   roada    would   be    developed   during    the 
wilderness    aanagtuoent    plan    which    cu«t    after    designation    of    a  wilderness 
«rea.       These    plan*    are    specific    to    a    given   WSA    iad   outline    specific 
objectives   for   lap  Usjmi  ting   the  Ullderneee   Mansgaaeni:   policy   in   the 
USA. 


Llkeviue,     the    law    does    nut    preclude    the    purchase    of    private    lnholding* 
where    the    reason    for  purchase    or   exchange    1b    to    preserve    the    wilderness 
valued    of    the    land  aroixid'  the    private    inholdings.       The   purpose   of    this 
action    la    lo  protect   cha  wllderneae   valuea  of   land  In   th«   vicinity   of 
the   private    lands,    not  ea   you  suggest   to   "create"  wilderness,      it   la   propos- 
to  exchange    for    Land*   In   chla   USA. 
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FREEPORT 


PHIIPOBT   QPLUHAr. 


June  14,  19b7 


Mr-  l  til  it  A-  Hun rue 
Tof.up.Jh  Resource  Area  Manager 
!J.U.  Bo*  911 
Tonouah,  nv   ayoa.y 


V.IU,  bnh  Pl.u 

r.o  to.  mi 

Rmo.  Ni,*d.  «■?«* 

n»M  [fU2|  123  Mi 

1. 1*.  9iG-]*5-?0o* 


Dear 


Munr 


Iharu  you  lot  allowing  ine  to  (.omrnenl  on  trie  ULM  a  Iternal  Ives  tu  the  ronupah 
wl  Iderr.ess  1)S-  The  recmnnended  "Preferred  Alternative"  I  feel  is  unaccep- 
table because  It  includes  ttie  Horey  area.  This  ared  Is  unsuitable  for 
withdrawal  because  of  the  following  reasons: 

1.1  Trie  area  Is  within  the  ring  fracture  systefis  of  the  Warm  Spring 
caldera;  such  structual  settings  are  favorable  for  mineralization. 

2.   Tnere  are  numerous  prospect  pits  and  drill  sites  in  the  area. 


3.  Part  of  tne  area  has  recently  been  staked. 


There  are  significant  metal  anomalies 
of  buried  mineralization. 


i thin  the  area  indicative 


i  ttel  that  tne  BLM  should  adopt  tne  "Emphasis  on  Resource  Development 
Alternative"  which  will  allow  vehicle  access  to  the  Horey  area.  This 
alternative  allows  for  withdrawal  of  the  Lunar  Crater  area  which  has  no 
mineral  potential  and  is  suitable  for  wilderness. 

1  most  efMphasize  that  the  final  plan  should  not  include  withdrawal  of  the 
Kawich  Range  or  trie  Kawt.ide  Mountain  region.  The  Kawich  Range  is  r tinned 
with  mining  districts.  The  central  part  of  the  range  may  have  only  thin 
post-mineralizat  ion  cover.  Thus,  the  potential  for  burled  mineralization 
is  good  and  tne  whole  range  should  be  exc  luded  from  wi Iderness 
consideration.  The  Rawhide  Mountain  area  contains  unassessed  uranium 
potential  and  there  has  been  recent  claim  staking;  1t  should  not  be 
withdrawn. 


June  14,  Iyb2 

Page  2 


In  .  cone  I  us  tun,  inu  un  ly  HI  M  plan  that  allows  these  areas  of  mineral 
Interest  to  remain  open  is  the  "Emphasis  on  Resource  Development 
Alternative";  1  feel  this  is  the  most  suitable  alternative. 

Thank  you  again  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  important  £IS. 

Sincerely, 


Kenneth  R.  Puchlik 

Exploration  Geologist 


KRR/lma 


J.R.  Arant 

K.K.  Kindly 

P.  Cosby 
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FRLLPORT 


fwnronT  n.n_o  Ration  compan 


June  25,    198.' 


U-  j-  Department  ut  Interior 
Bureau  of  i  and  Management 
battle  Mountain  District,  Nevada 


Villa,  Iw4   fl.L. 

Swlh   .,-;:■.>.   1   L.UrtY 

P.O    to.   I  VI  I 

*■=.  j    N.-«fa  ISSOa 

fhon*  |?OiJ   121  i«l 

T.I..  tib  i-i     X) 


Draft  EIS  -  Tonopah  Preliminary  Wilderness  Rectxmiendatlons 


Mineral  distr  lets  are  located  on  the  f  lanks  of  and  on  all  side  of  the 
Kawich  Range.  Hredominant ly  precious  metals  districts  with  past 
production,  i he*  are  the  Bellehelen  District  on  the  north,  Eden  on  the 
east,  Stiver  Bo*  on  the  south,  and  the  Golden  Arrow  District  on  the  west. 
The  Bellehelen  and  Sliver  Bow  Districts  proper  occur  only  one  mile  outside 
of  the  proposed  wilderness  study  area  boundary,  and  mineral  prospects 
peripheral  to  the  Silver  Bow  District  occur  within  the  WSA  boundary  in 
Section  29,  TIN,  R49E . 

To  date,  geologic  mapping  and  sampling  has  not  been  adequate  to  permit 
a  complete  evaluation  of  the  mineral  potential  for  the  Kawich  area.  The 
p^blisned  geologic  mapping  available  is  at  a  scale  of  1:250,000  and  Is 
inadequate.  The  central  part  of  the  Kawich  range,  althougn  postulated  to 
be  within  a  resurgent  caldera,  may  represent  outflow  fades  volcanic  rocks 
that  are  merely  a  capping  over  extensions  of  the  known  mining  districts. 
Should  the  resurgent  cauldron  exist,  the  intrusive  bodies  within  the 
central  and  southwest  portions  of  the  WSA  are  excellent  exploration  targets 
for  unexposed  mineral  deposits.  In  either  case,  the  entire  Kawich  area  has 
a  high  potential  for  the  discovery  of  mineral  deposits.  Obviously, 
restrictions  on  mineral  entry  till  abbreviate  this  potential. 
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LI  '-,.  CJepdrtineiit  ut  Interior 
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In  addition,  Laseci  upon  criteria  developed  by  l-uryu  National,  Inc.,  the 
following  types  of  potential  mineral  resource  areas  exist  within  the  Kawich 
WSA: 

1)  peripheral  areas  of  indentified  districts. 

2)  areas  outside  of  identified  districts  at  Intersections  of 
favorable  geologic  structures. 

Using  ju*^t  these  two  criteria,  the  mineral  potential  classification  for  the 
entire  Kawich  area  should  be  "Good".  A  much  larger  area  than  that  shown  on 
the  EIS  maps  at  the  outer  edges  of  the  proposed  boundary  should  be 
c  lassif led  as  "High"  mineral  potential.  Ihe  areas  of  nigh  potential 
reflect  an  overlap  of  the  WSA  boundary  with  a  several  mile  radius  area  of 
influence  around  t tie  known  districts. 

A  reasonable  dispute  exists  regarding  the  weighting  of  parameters  used 
by  forgo  to  classify  mineral  potential  for  areas  of  non-Carl  In  type  pre- 
cious metals  and  base  metals,  of  which  the  districts  In  the  Kawich  Range 
are  Included.  Specifically,  [  disagree  with  the  low  number  weighting  given 
tu  mining  districts  of  less  than  SI  million  past  production  and  to  metal 
r,tc tirrence*  not  Included  in  a  mining  district  (p.  12,  Tonopsh  Minerals 
Technical  Report) .  From  an  exploration  point  of  view,  any  mineral 
occurrence  no  matter  how  Insignificant  in  terms  of  past  production  should 
receive  the  highest  weighting.  As  an  excellent  example,  Freeport's  Bell 
Mine  at  Jerltt  Canyon  was  discovered  In  an  area  of  no  previous  gold 
production,  only  limited  prospects  on  antimony  occurrences,  and  at  a 
distance  of  greater  than  fifteen  miles  from  the  nearest  mining  district 
within  the  range.  A  similar  situation  of  only  very  limited  production 
prior  to  discovery  applys  to  the  Carl  in  yold  mine.  The  weights  given  to 
mineral  occurrences  and  past  production,  as  stated  In  the  Mineral  Technical 
Report,  do  not  apply  tu  these  two  Carlm-type  deposits;  rather,  other  cri- 
teria are  used.  The  problem  is  that  at  the  time  of  discovery  of  the  Carl  In 
deposit,  the  criteria  currently  used  for  its  recognition  were  not  known. 
In  other  types  of  mineral  deposits,  exploration  criteria  are  not 
necessarily  well  defined.  An  explorationist  must  therefore  give  a  great" 
deal  of  weight  to  mineral  occurrences  and  mining  districts,  regardless  of 
how  insignificant  they  may  appear. 


Respectfully  submitted, 


Allan  V.  Moran 
Senior  Geologist 
freeport  Exploration  Co. 
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SIERRA  CLUB 


Toi>abe    (_'h.-i..lci 


Ncrtda   tad   Euiem  CaU/onua 


July  9,  l y b ^ 

Mr  ,  1  e;.  1 1  e  A  .  Muiiivt ,  To nop ah  Mesource  Atl-u  Manager 
Building  102  Military  Circle 
?.0.    box  911 
Ton-pah,  Nevada  690^3 

Lear  Lea ; 

Thl  s  letter  on  the  Tonopan  Preliminary  Wl  lderness  r(  e  cojiiat  tid  a  - 
lions  la  an  addition  to  our  statement  presented  at  the  June  7th 
public  i. earing  in  Fanu, 

Kuw  1  c)i.   The  Tolyabe  Chapter  believes,  after  on-the-ground 
wi  lderness  siudl es  and  inspection  of  BLM  files,  that  a  portion 
of  the  Kawlch  (NV-06O-ul9 )  Wilderness  Study  Area  should  be 
recomme  r.ded  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  in  the  bLM '  s 
Preferred  Alternative,  as  we  stated  at  the  hearing. 

I     Enclosed  is  a  topographic  map  shewing  our  suggested  boundary 
for  this  wilderness  proposal.   This  boundary  has  been  drawn  using 
the  methods  in  "Guidelines  for  the  Location  and  Display  of 
Wilderness  boundaries"  Included  in  the  May  2*1,  1962  Information 
Memorandum  No.  HV-82-74  from  State  Director,  Nevada  to  District 
Managers ,  Nevada . 

We  believe  a  Kawlch  wl Id erne  as  proposal  as  outlined  meets  the 
Criteria  to  Evaluate  Alternatives  arid  to  Select  the  Preferred 
Alternative  listed  on  page  l-1*  of  the  Draft  E1S .   This  proposal 
posaesaea  very  high  wl iderneas  values  including  the  spectacular 
scenery  of  extensively  forested  mountal ns ,  deep  rugged  canyons ,  an 
open  rolling  central  plateau  where  onefeels  "on  top  of  the  worla", 
strange  rook  outcrops,  and  two  high  lakes  which  are  quite  rare  In 
Nevada  mountains  —  especially  those  managed  by  BLM .   Primitive 
recreation  opportunities ,  from  challenging  cl imbs  up  steep  forested 
canyons  or  slopes  to  gentle  strolls  on  the  high  plateau,  are 
outstanding. 

There  are  multiple  resource  benefits  from  thl3  wl Iderneas 
designation  In eluding  the  extension  of  cultural  resource  protection 
to  more  acreage  than  j. he  draft  Preferred  Alternative ,  the  protection 
of  additional  watersheds  Including  one  of  6  high  erosion  potential 
watersheds  not  In  the  draft  Preferred  Alternative ,  and  addl tional 
Wildlife  habitat  protection  including  a  large  number  of   riparian 
communities.   Vegetation  manipulation  projects  for  mule  deer  on 
the  southeastern  and  southwestern  portions  of  the  WSA  are  outside 
the  area  we  suggest  as  suitable. 
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July  y,  1982 

The  Suggested  LoJhJdry  encompass  u*.  an  area  tnat  clearly  meets 
the  manageability  criterion.   Tills  proposal  cun-lsts  of  a 

mountainous  core,all  of  which  Is  considered  u.^r.^caL  1 1  in  the 
Manageability  Alternative.   Steep  slppcS  and  heavy  forest  cover 
combine  to  naturally  form  a  manageable  wilderness  unit. 

Wilderness  designation^  tUvluli  Mould  aid  dl  verslty  to  the 

National  Wilderness  Preservation  Systefl..   The  urea  1:;  in  reality 
quite  different  (Van.  Morey-i-'andungo  and  Blue  Eagle,  In  spile  of 
the  fact  that,  they  are  ail  described  a:;  p  Wiyor»-Junl|>er  ecosystems. 

The  Identified  ureas  of  "good  potential"  For  uli  and  gas,  as 
well  as  most  of  the  "high"  and  -loffiw  uf    l!.. ■  "good  potential1'  for 
base  ferrous  and  precious  metal:;  are  out:- Me  uUT  suggested  vi  1  Ittet'netf  l, 
proposal.   While  some  acreage  that  Ij  raUJ  In  the  Pugro/Lrtec 
report  as  having  "good"  mineral  potential  1:.  included,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  this  c  lasslfiuat  ion  does  not  denote  known  ore  or 
mineralization,  but  only  "several  geologic  characteristic:.  Indicative 
of  mineralization"  and  "similar  environments  at  great e 
from  known  ore  and  mineral  occurences". 


distances 


uch 


beat 
It  is  nevertheless 
Lain  no  mlnable  ore 
In  in  the  mountainous  core  could 
cor.omlcai  for  development.   Yet  a 


The  BLM  wilderness  study  process  Is  biased  against  areas 
as  Kawlch  to  the  extent  that  decision.,  to  recommend  tnem  non- 
sul table  are  based  on  presumed  conflicts  with  mineral  resoure 
development.  Evun    though  the  mineral  resource  data  may  be 
Information  currently  assembled  anu  avallabl 
still  quite  speculative.   Kawlch  may  it.  fact 
deposits.   The  very  rugged  t 
render  small  ore  deposits  un 
non-suitable  recommendation  at  this  ..tage  of  the  wilderness  review 
process  will  prevent  the  area  from  r.avlng  a  USCS/bureau  of  Mines 
mineral  survey  which  would  shed  additional  light  on  the  actual 
conflict  between  known  wl  ldwrriess  values  and  potential  miner  a  1 
development . 

In  summary,  1  he  Tolyabe  chapter  Lelleve.-;  our  suggested  boundary 
Includes  virtually  all  the  high  wilderness  vaiues  at  Kawlch,  provides 
a  vtry  manageable  wilderness,  aI.j  eliminates  the  majority  of  the 
conflicts  with  nun-wilderness  land  ut.ua.   The  area  has  strong  public 
nd  is  worthy  of  further  wilderness  consideration. 


support 


RcVl-1  i  le 


fcnciL 


.ed  is 


ecOnd  map  wf.lcn  snows  a 

HeVellie  Valley  portion  O 
ess  proposal  lr.  the  draft 


suggested  boundary  that  would  add  tf,. 
the  Soutn  Hevellie  USA  to  the  wilder. 
Preferred  Alternative. 

Tills  boundary  follows  that  In  the  Preferred  Alternative  along 
tiie  eastern  side,  and  thus  also  eliminates  any  conflicts  with 
oil  and  gas  and  base  ferrous  and  precious  metal  mineral  potential 
on  the  Hallroad  Valley  portions  of  tJie  WSA. 


un  the  north  this  b' 
orthwest  up  the  drainage  o. 


dar 


Is  dra 


own 


on  the  i.ap, 
nigh  part  of  the 
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Mr.  Leslie  *  .  M«n»-ve 
Juiy  i,    tyn2 

range  and  Liit-tj  jjui.,;  ti.K  na^e  doutn  of  Hew  hevelllc  Mine  id  th« 

fiurth    LuUhJu:';,1    roaa  .       Thus    on    th«    HOPtJi    end    of    the    WoA    BiOSl     of    the 
iired    ^iaajiiflba    a^    "(i-^d    iiaje    ferrous    ana    precious    iriuiul    mineral 
potential"     la    exclude  J    wi.llt    several    square    trilled    ^ ■!'    very    ru^ed , 
1'urf.ilrJ    Country    On    the    urtst    of    the    run^e    lb     Inuluduid    It,    the 
wl  iderness    pr^po^al . 

'1'nl  .-:    ..ut^ciiLcJ    Ljunaurj     then    1"*j  l  J  ow.-.  the    HiJA    o^ujMnry    rtiada 

lii    Kevellla    Valley    lo    the    southern    tip    of  the    unit    ^\^r<:    1L    proeee 

north   iiloi.n;    the    eastern    side    of    the    hills  until    it    rejoins    the 
draft    Preferred    Alternative    boundary. 

TMa    -iJ^f-iLcJ    L-Junaary    would    more    than    jolil.Ic    the;    o„uLli 
iitvd  lit    mI  Iderness    proposal ,     thus    cnhanc  in^    the    ou  t:;  tunJ  trig 
^jj^orturil  ties    fur    solitude    ^rl^Snaily    due  ^inejited     1  i.-    Lht    *  1  lacrne^s 
inventory  .        It    wculJ    rcalUc    a    v  1  rtuai  iy    unique    ^^,0;'  tuni  t  y    to 
lnc "mat    tr.c    sweep   of   a    Neva aii    valley    una   mountain    rangi:    1  n    a 
single    iX  ldernesg  .      TM  s    would    also   add   divers  J  ty    to    the    Nat  loiitil 
Wl  iderncss    Systefli,    especially    since:    little    s  iff  liar    terrain    It 
being   considered    for  wilderness   preservation .      TTiti   area   haa    strong 
pdbl  1  c    s-jpport    and    should    be    reccunn.ended    suitable . 


yoo  again  for  th. 
wl  ldt-rness  propos* 


opportunity    to    cuiuraent    on    the 

a    in    the    TGi.upah    He-source    Are 


/tr&fa   0t£&&r€£ 


The    wilderueea    Htudy    procenu    wnu    designed    to    review    and    evaluate    all 
resource    valuta    within   each    WbA,    known    and  potential.       Although    conflict* 
were    eliminated'    whe  ce    possible    to    leave    valble    areas   of    hijh    wilderness 
values,    none    areaa    were    determined    to   no    longer   be    suitable    and   were    not 
reeuounerided    for  wilderness    designatiou    in    the    EIS.       However,     the    final 
decision    will    be    laade    by    Congress    and    they    will   evaluata    all   of    th* 
alternatlvea    presented   prior    to  making    a    declaiou.       They   will    alio    have 
the    benefit    of    further  minerals    data   after    the    Bureau  of   Hiaes    report* 
are   received. 


/^7 


Submitted  by  the  Tolyabe  Chapter,  Sierra  Club 
July  9,  1982 


BLK  Wilderness  Study  Area  NV-060-019 
Recoranended  Suitable  for  Wilderness  designation 


:ommended  Nonsultable  for  Wilderness  Designate 


SOUTH  REVEILLE  PHOrOSED  WILDERNESS 
p  Submitted  by  tho  Tolyabe  Chapter,  Sierra  Club 
7  July  9,  1982 


i  5  feTi  <- ; 


I -i'    "  ^'/  ?/■*  J  P.:":'-'' BLM  Wilderness  Study  Area  NV-060-112 

-','     \  V,--, J/  )  ,  Utf  — '  — ■—  ■  Recommended  Suitable  for  Wilderness  Designation 


Recommended  Nonsultable  for  Wilderness  Designation 
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OC: 


KOMolU 


Uk  I'lti  Su.o, 

Danvw.  to  oaiai 

i»3l  iJ* 6123 


bLK    XObuOdt     hcSOUI^c     rUua    Mal.jOeL 
1-.     ...    box    ^11 

Exfsi    Kx  .    Hontot. 

t    ic^cei    nut    having   Lmmui  utile    to   iLLtua   your   ediUei    Tonopdh   tlh. 

deal  li.^S  . 

My  j.iiiicijjal  concern  t-iih  WbA  feVrtiuaLiiiiis   Li)  general   has  beeti  a 
tre^utnt    lack    of    adequate    suL:>ijrraue    mineral    -Jbsebsuiciit ,    thuu    coii- 
tnL>uLiii<j    to    an    untlifuiMed    decision    an    tiodeoff    values.        1,     tliaiiitm..-,     ittyi 
tliflt    you  pay    particular    attention   in    your    Toncpah  decisions    tliat    mineral 
pieotMiie  oij  aLsdiicv    m    uuil  iciemly    documented    before   maXino,    land    use 
decision:,    wt.icli   miulit    rorocloie    exploration    and  development    for    yet-to-be- 
uibcovereii    uubtut  face   minerals  . 

My    bemud   concern  Willi  WiiA   evaluations    lb    that   wlldenuiM    iui  tabi  1 1  ly 

may    not    totally   qualify    for   wllderiie«l    designation.       Theie    oeiny   a   yitat 
a iif  1  i.;i  ency   ol    utlie r    devices    to    insure   protection    it    ib    unnecessary    to 
ictou    lu    wilderness    des  ijnat  ion    in    areas  with    lens    than  perfect   wilder- 


(rjUjU*^ 


E.  Fred  birdsall 
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(riOSia1 


Iter 


1  btib  KINGS  row   RLNQ  Nvaa5D3 
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BI.N./Toiiopah    htaource   Area 
P.    u.    box   911 
Tom  pah,    NV      &<j0h9 

Dear   Area   Manager   Monroe, 

1     woui  J    i  i  lit:    to    add   my    support    to    the    pre:]' erred    al  - 
tt-riiati--.  c   cif    the  TVnopah   Preliminary   Milderceaa 
hcCummer.datior.s   hlS ,    which    appears    to    be    a    reasonable 
balance    between   no    wilderness   ana    all    wilder neaa. 
The   major    over  Bight   of    this    alternative    it;    the    de- 
letion  of    Kawi  ch    wh  ich    should    be    recommended    aa 
wi  Iderr.ess    in   the    final    EI3 .       Any  management    problems 
with    the    area    can    be    worked    out    with   appropriate 
boundary  adjustments.      I    support  the  boundaries 
for  Kawich    and    all    other   wilderness    areas    as   drawn 
by    the    Sierra   Club. 

The   Eli  more    than   adequately    illustrates    the 
benefits    of    wilderness    designation    are    far    greater 
than   tne   benefits   forgone    by   wilderness  designation 
of   the   six  WSAs. 

The   final   EIS    should   also    reflect    the    fact    that    the 
Six-Mile   Canyon    road    is   already    closed    as   part    of 
an   approved    Kabi  tat  Management    Plan,    not    due    to 
wilderness   designation. 

Thank    you   for  your    consideration    of  my    comments. 

Sincerely, 


Stri  ckland 


47-1      Please    refer   to   reBpoiiue    V   32-5   of   your    letter   dated  Juaa   7,    1982. 
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D*hv«c  c«torado  aoaw 
TMBphorta  301  575  7177 

J.  R   Mllchall 

Public  (.ana*  Couidlnaioi 

July  9,  1982 

Mr.  Leslie  A.  Monroe 

Toncpah  Resource  Area  Manager 

Bo*  911 

Tonopah,  Nevada   8904.9 

Re i   Tonopah  Resource  Area 

Draft  Wilderness  Recommend  a  tiona 

Dear  Mr .  Monroe ; 


Atlantic  Richfield  Company  apprec lates  the 
oppor  t  unity  to  provide  continents  on  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  ■  s  Draft  Wilderness  Recommend a  t  ions  for  the 
Tonopah  Resource  Area  in  Nevada.   We  believe  the 
recommendations  do  not  adequately  reflect  the  value 
of  mineral  potential  within  the  Wilderness  study 
Area a.   Add  it  ion ally,  the  closing  of  a  road  between 
two  WSA 's  to  create  wi lder nefis  is  not  in  compliance 
with  the  standards  and  criteria  set  forth  in  the 
Wilderness  Act  of  1964  and  ie,  therefore,  illegal. 


"M7 


We  believe  the  mineral  data 
from  wilderness  consideration 
It  is  evident  from  your  dec  is 
have  experienced  past  product 
be  considered  high  enough  to 
designation.   There  was  11 ttl 
Resource  Area  to  gather  addit 
regarding  the  potent ial  fo 
within  these  areas.   A  propos 
Federal  Register  in  December 
by  which  the  BLM  could  solid 
mineral  infer  ma  tion  which  CQi 
these  decisions.   This  propos 
completely  Ignored . 

Atlantic  Richfield  recommends  that  the  alter  native 
providing  emphasl a  on  resource  development  be  adopted 
by  the  BLH  for  the  Tonopah  Resource  Area. 

We  believe  these  comments  should  be  given  serious 
consideration  in  reaching  your  final  decisions. 


ed  to  eliminate  areas 

is  totally  inadequate. 

ions  that  an  area  must 

on  for  its  potential  to 
preclude  wilderness 
e  attempt  by  the  Tonopah 
ional  information 
nergy  and  minerals 
al  was  published  in  the 
1981  to  provide  a  means 
t  additional  energy  and 
Id  assist  in  making 
al  (attached}  was 


S  ipcerely , 
J.  H.  Hit 


N  V  l  \ 

chell  * 


x  La 


J  RM  :  d  r  m 

Attachment 


48-i      Please    relet 


I    3i-2    for    Cant 


The  mineral   oats,   uaed   to   determine    the    reconmenda  tiou   of   each   WSA  was    tha 
beat   data  available.      Additional   information   of  USAs    recom&ended   for 
wilderness    designation    i-8    presently    being   gathered  by    the    Bureau  of    Minaa 
and    the    U.S.    Geological  Survey.       This    report   will  be   evaluated      and  if 
additional    information  wnrranta    a    change    in    recoBsnendatlDU,    a  supplseant 
will    be    iaaued. 


The    federal    HaHimer      notice   un    "Eue  rgy    and   Mineral    Resource    Data    Gathering 
in   Wilderness    Study    Areas"    etatea,    "Ir    ia    emphasised    rhat    this    noLlca    does 
not    constitute    a  proposal    lo    adoot    either    this    system  or  one    aiailar. 
following    analysis    and    evaluation  of    all    the    conuent*    received,    a    decision 
will    be    taade    to   either   atop    or    to    continue    the    development    of    a    rating 
system.       If    further  development    tea  ui  ta    in    a    proposal    it  would   be    publlshad 
in    the    Federal    KeRlater    for   appropriate    review  prior    to   adoption".      Hie 
proposal    had   not    been    adopted  at    the    tlie    the    Tonopah   Wilderness    Study  was 
completed.      However,    mining    companies    have    been    encouraged    throughout 
the   atudy    to   provide   information  on    the  mineral  potential  of    the   areas. 
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r  /   Vul   *b   Nu   23?   )   Thursday    DrLrnilitT  II).  lftfll    /   Nt.in. 


DtPAHTMtWT  OF  IWE  IMTtRIOH 

Bitf-»»u  el  Land  Management 

[naro,   na  M.r.rral  Riiaj'»  Dala 
Gatnt/mg  in  Wilaerrnai  Sludy  ViH 

•  Ql-Cr;  b-reai.  ul  Unil  Management 


pfOpuHJ  ||  would  be  pa.liabeil  in  [fia 
Fcdnial  Bi|iM*r  foe  appropriate  r*vi»w 

dat«    Written  comment,  will  be 
a.-.-epIrd  on  or  before  I  ei,iu.rr  6.  IB02 
>dc»ii  t.  Con.menl*  ihould  b« 
addrmrd  to   D.iriior  I  SMI  Buje-u  of 
Utid  Mirii^mrnl    )UO  C  Sireel.  KW. 


rra.ona   Um-enalnl)  aboul  the  [ype  of 
Information  needed  by  the  Bueau  of 
Land  Mana-emeri!  ll  anr  q(  ihr  reaion 
tjied  The  form  lintrltwd  below 

induilry  and  lb*  public  lo  p/ovlde 
•pecdlC  energy  and  mineral  rraoiKta 


W.il.irnian  DC  2tm0 

MTipu/lBDl  thai  ihe  rationale  lor  Ihe 
lalmB  be  ai  t  >pl.ui    detailed,  and 
oun.IifiaUr  a>  pu,i.ble 

Th*  uae  «l  Ihr  ralMJ  [c-rm  would    of 
tour»r    bri.pl.oi.rl   The  Bureau  would 

ton.  FuHiiin  iH»onMniiOM  contact: 

]ow,,r.  hoiiLii   Dii.nonoK.ruk.js>  and 
al.r.rrali  AiuuhkM   Uuirau  of  Land 

■  tcepi  i.nd  nil. .ale  ail  ink.rmal.un  in 

an)  iuim  auhn.illeO  pcinnenl  Id  Ihe 

.riulloflhr  Itmu  of  Lund 

energy  and  mineral  naooicea  of  areai 
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Formal 

■  1  WilJe:nrn  i>lud>   Artal  and  buMBI 
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have  Urn  ilrlerm.r.ftMoiaci 

w.luernr..  Lh'M  IrtliULi  ano  were 

Do/ik  ul  LjnJ  Man.jamaul.  t-naify  aitd 

diop|-rd  F-Otfc  l-ril-ei  mnndrraiiun  in 

Uut.1.1  lllWWW  A mini  r™ 

tht  w. Idi  ri.ru  <tv«w 

F-aU.  *.ldrrr,ri»  alutty  HU  wtB  be 
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Li.trtol  lur  whii.li  yuu  have  tnri.j  and 
mineral  reaOWCt  mformalion. 

B    Aa.irfr.  a  r.i,i-.s  lo  each  of  the 
mineral  irr  anrrgy  reiuuxtea  baled  on  Ihe 
form,  bued  on  ihr  Haul  •  favorabibly  lo 
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Hurt  (  Uuu-i 
JiSt  MlTriUu  TfalJ 
S(     Htlcaa,  r.uf 


July  a    1982 


U-Jik    A.tvur.roe, 

Tonopah  Resource  Area  fcanage 

KC.Box    911 

Tonopah, Nevada    oyOl+o 


Deiir  Hr  Monroe  i 


This  is  to  LOi.ment  briefly  on  the  BLM  WiideiTiess  Hecentttemiat 
WSa's  in  the  Tonopab  Resource  Area  of  the  Battle  Mountain  Di 
Pirst  of  all  may  I  :;ay  that  I  was  very  pleasantly  surprised 
reading  cjf  the  Draft  EIS.  Quite  frankly  -in  view  of  the  pre 
anti-wilderness  attitude  of  the  Reagan  Adminis  tra  tion , ofSecr 
and  of  the  pre  a en t  D  irec  tor  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
never  expected  this  Amount  o#  wildlands  to  be  recommended  for 
designation. 

I    think    that   you    .>nd    your    staff  are    to    be    highly   commended    f 
and    fortitude    in   acting  as   you    have    as    regards    wilderness. 


i  ona  i  or  the 

strict. 

on  my  first 

sent  violent] 

V 

etary  Watt 

,1  had 

wilderness 

Of   course        I   would    like    to  ^en 
m.jny    por  %1  on  a    of  WSA '  s    and    untire    bl 
dropped  from    the    HIS    and    some    of    trios 
from    pre  1 inn  nary   s  tudy    -such   as , for 
which    deserve    a    I ;e  tier     fa  te     than    to 
OHVS    when    the    miners    have    finished 
Dian.onds     I    bUT    -in    the     present    cont 
existing    officially   designated   wild. 
Is    r.o     1  onu'er    safe    and    may    he    s.icri  f  i 
I    am    particularly   happy    to    set;    that 
or    pt  r  haps    it    wa  s    to   y  ou  r    pre  decease 
H  orey    f-t-nk    and    Fandango   are    go  in^    to 
and  Six    Mi  leCauyon    closed    to   ALL  riot 
of    the    ex  is  t  ing    jeep   road  -has    become 
this    position    officially.    No   doubt   o 
Hcrey    J'eak    plus    Fandango    .vould    form 
truly   /real    example    of   Great  basin 
With    the    sen    e    of   solitude  and    the    i 
of    truly    big  wilderness  areas.    Thanh 
f-alisadj;    Mesa    and    the    Wall    as    well 
fountain  will   all    form    beautiful    a 
pa.:S    trie    final    feesit    of    various    oppos 
under    the    wilderness    Protection  Act. 
I'll    jiiiBt t     to    a     lot    of    disappoint ir.n e 
haiveWSA       in    your    list    of    recommend e 
tti    L^as    fully   qualified    tinker    your    o 
as   any    ol     the    -ire as    you    have    recomme 
■Jri'.i  t    :ia:;  in   and    shoe  Id    be    preserved 
takes      tin  a   hifh   I'fntr.i]    plateau    -it 
in   hu  v.n'.a     lunds-  .uid     these    creeks    are 
wildlife    «nd    wild    plant    sysu-ms   almo. 


a  wilderness  de 

ks  of  potenti 

that   deserved 

instance , the    Dl 

be    des  troyed    by 

ith    them. ..la 

xt   when    it    sonic 

rntsa ,  long,  ngo 

ced.your   draft 

suggestion    th 

in    the    office 


a  igna  led-obvi  ous ly 

a  1    wi lderness    have    been 

better    were    dropped 
imond  Mountains 

m  i  ne rs    and    pre  suma  b  1  y 
m   a    fan    u  I*    those    poor 
times    sterns    that    even 
set   aside    as    such, 
looks    good    indeed , 
at    I    myself    made    to    you- 
namely     that 
be    considered    as    one   wilderness 

by  the  blocking  off 
at  you  are  adopting 
sed   you    to    do    Lhia . 

wilderness   -  a 
s    and    treasures. 

spec  ial   appeal 
ally    for    this    one . 
e    and    Blue    Eagle 
lderne:is    if    they   can 
nd  td-Ti," sheltered 


orized    traffic 
ality  and    t) 
rs    also    pre;: 
one   ma^ni f icent 
cological   value 
ilence    that    is 
you    very    spec 
s  South  Reveill 
as    of   Nevada 
ing   interests   a 


t    though    at   NOT    seeing    the    Kawich 
d  wilderness.    The    Kawich    Seeu.s    to   me  , 
m    se  t    of  wi lderness    cri teria-s  tand^ra 
ided.    lakes   are   a   rarity    in    the  [ 

whenever    po^a  ihl  e    -Kaw  ich    has    two    sma  1 
also    has    creeks    -not    too    common 
und  is  lui'Led    and    have     the  i  r    normal 
.1     intact    -only    wilderness    des igna  li or 


i  1 


.1 


A  I  lr. 

i    nil     in    !.evadu    yet    these 
ti>("i:  I  .jie    be    given    the    s  j  r  e, 
cla:;^i  ficatiun    into   wildernt: 


j  f  "'le  Je  lon*?flien  t"  .  Inc  luil  ing    mo  I  or  j  zed     r-.-i:r 
i    of    uinyor.    pine  ,  ji.ni  |»-r    and    mountain   mah 


it  ion. 
any    a 


not 
a    are  r  ar    mure    dense    than    is    usual    and    ah 
rd    of    further   existence     that   only    their 
can  assure . 


Mi!  AS  £    do    re  cons  Lder   y -ur    e*xc  lujsion    of   Kawich    from   reconjnenJa  tion    for 

wi  ld^r.ess    protection.  If    you    consider   all    of    the    facts    I    feel    Certain    the 

you    wil    change      your   mind   and    place    Kawich    where    it    rightly    belongs* 

in  wilderness . 


Sadly    .inoiii-h    1    wa.-i 
F.ir   *f**t*M|*.h    haiiuur 

-it     [-r^Sent      lO     both 
b  ■[.»■       Itid       tO      teg      v'uu       10     llO 
1 


.hie    to  attend    tlu    public    cee  tin,.s    on    th«    bra]  t    t  IS 
■■.rea    ./i  Ul.-rr.cs:, .    Thid     U-  Iter     is     the    or,  ly    way    I    have 
Api'f.'ni    wy    appreciation    and    gratitude    for  what    you    ha 
little    more-incluiie    Kawich    in    the    LIS. 


hope     tr,_i  t    vau    will    ha  ve    rece  i  ved    much    considered    sup^.-or  t    1'ur    wi  lderness . 
Knowing,  He vuila>j<id    even    more    so, its    present    climate    of  wilderne-.s    and 
wildlife    hostilityjl    need    not  a4d    that    I    am    fully    aware    of   all    tl  e 
oppos  i  t  i  on   you    will    unciunter    from    many    sides    on  your   generous     i  ■■. 
aiid    carefully   considered   des  if'r.-j  tions    for   wilderness    protection. 
J'lc.ise    koep    up    the    fi^ht    .f*oi<    what   you    have    already  accomplished    so    that    it 
may    become    reality   at    last. 


I 


Wish     I     CAU  111     he     Of 

ti  on    fur  wi  ldernes.-: 


With    '    my    di-eply    (V  It     thanks    and     lei 
preserving  what    you    are    trying    to    pi 


istan-e.    f 'lease    K'rej)  me    posted    on  all    further 
nt    riopes    that    you    i  ay    succeed    in 


-■rely    yours 
iiu  tl.    C  .Douglas 


^Cv6- 


.nd    Jo 


j,j: 


,   i  v.-    my     ,e!*y    last    wishes    ar.d    remembrances     to    borothy    Baa  on 
ph    i:     ti.cy    .ne    still    with    BLM    Tonopah  .Te  i  t     them     Lnat    I    hope 
to    :>ee    if.L-m   u/-«in    one    day    if    I    can   manage    to    return    to   Tonopah    and 
further    exploi-e     u.e    r...u-.ni:    uunt    ccutry     that    is    yourfl     to    care     for    and 
protect.    I    think    that   Jan   i'm>1    is    in   Idaho    out    If   by  uny   dunce   she 
is    in    Vuur    office     then    remember   rr.e    to    her    also. 
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NAPPE 


52-1 


Tun., pah  feeeOurce  Area  Manage 
Building  102  Military  Circle 
Tonopah,    Nevada    B9049 


Subject:    Draft    Tonopah   Wilderness    Environmental    Impact    State 


I 


truly    pie 


and  surprised  by  your  r ecomaendat long  for 
wilderness  in  the  Tonopah  Beiource  Are*.  You  h*ve  recognized  the 
role  wildernesa  play*  In  protecting  high  quality  landa  from  road 
building  and  thua  snaurtng  a  future  for  high  aesthetic  value  landa 
and  wildlife  reaources.  I  hope  you  will  reconsider  your  rejection 
of  the  Kawlch  Range  In  light,  of  the  need  to  protect  these  unique 
|reaoureea. 

Because  of  the  inadequate  controla  by  federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies  governing  road  and  trail  construction,  the  only  protection 
Nevada's  landa  currently  have  la  through  wilderness  dea 1  gnat  1  on . 
Because  of  Nevedan'a  averalon  to  road  closure  or  restriction  on 
options  to  build  new  roads,  "aanage abl 1 1 ty "  say  Initially  ba 
difficult  on  all  USA's.  Yet  roada  Bear  the  land,  may  cause 
watershed  problems  and  open  up  areas  to  poaching  and  vandalism. 
Wilderness  protection  will  be  an  education  process  but  In  years 
to  come  will  be  appreciated  by  Nevedans,  most  of  whoa  truly  care 
about  the  open  lands.  In  light  of  the  need  to  protect  riparian  areas, 
t    an   especially    pleased    by    your    cloaure    of    Slxmile   Canyon  Road. 

CKMP  groups  should  be  created  within  the  near  future  to  develop 
■anagement  plans  for  WSA's  to  assess  the  longterm  management  needs 
for  livestock  and  wildlife.  While  planting  crested  wheatgrasa 
seeding*  would  not  be  appropriate  for  a  USA,  removal  of  plnyon 
pine  might  not  iapringe  on  wilderness  characteristics  If  the  original 
habitat  was  more  open.  Kur t hermo re ,  if  additional  improvements 
are  needed  to  piutea  the  range,  such  Improvements  would  be 
preferable    to    poor    range    condition*. 

# 
Most    Sincerely, 

-  .'.»;,    •'"./>  w 

Tina   Nappe 

3340  BERTHOUD    •    RENO,  NEVADA   89303 


rianagea*MiL    of    wlldemeaa    study    areas    {WSAeJ    Is    guided    by    the    Interim. 
Management.    Policy    an  J    Guidelines    of    Lands    Under   Wilderness    Us  view 
Management   plans    will    only    be    prepared    for    areaa    designated  by    Congress 
st»   wilderness. 
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ho 


ybO  Meat  12lh  Street 
Hcno,  Nevada  fi9bOJ 
July  7,  19&2 


«f.  leallc  Huiiroi:,  Hunusur 
Tonupah  Resource  Area.  BLM 
P.  0.  bo*  &1] 
Tonopdh.  h«v*du   B9049 

bear  Hr.  Monro*; 

I  wish  to  express  my  support  ol  the  wilderness  renjmmeiidat  ionu 
contained  In  the  Uraft  tIS  for  the  Tunopah  Resource  Area.   The 
selection  of  certain  wllderneaB  areas  In  Nevada  will  insure  Lhat 
none  land  will  be  left  undeveloped  for  our  children  and  grandchlldre 
tu  enjoy. 

Sincerely, 


/■.'(J     bi-.,.k!  ield    [)I  lve 

Kenu,    Nevada      B*503 
lul>    y.    !**«..' 


Mi  .     I.e..    Hoitluc,     Manager 
Ion.. pah   ht-ouurvc    Area.    Bl.M 

v.  u.  bcx  yii 

lollops!,,    Nevada       bVU49 


LJirdt    Ml  .    Mm 


live    or 


Lit.     letLel 


Individual 


SI  tu  t     1    came    to    Ni-v.J.    21    y.ais    ago,     ]     lutvc    been    limludicd    with 
the    pubslblllty    tit     obtaining    wlldernesa    c lasalt leal  Ion    lor    borne    of 
our    Wild,     remote    publ  It     land    aieas.       Lunac-^ueut  I  y  ,     1    was    gratified 
when    Lite   uLM  Organic   Act    was   passed    in    197b,   wi.lth    required    study   ol 
the    roadleaa    areaa    lur    nubulble    Inclualon    III    Die   Wltderueaa    System. 
1    liuve    participated    actively    In    the    Inventory    process    and    in    the 
USA    selection. 

btiMum-    the    I'onupuli   wlloeniess    ceeoMtendailum.   are    the    ilrai    to 
tit    iwtdu    In    Lhe    state,     ih.ry    are    particularly    important.       Iju    have 
selected    six    are an    that    have    outstanding   wilderness    valueu,    and,    at 
the    aame    tine,     have.     In    moat    caul's,    done    an    excellent     ]ub    ol     r£«olvtUg 
resource    conflicts,    particularly   with   mining.      lhe    boundaries    drains 
are    both   manageable    and    avoid   heavily    mineralized    portions   ol    each 
area,    according    tu    the    beat     information . 

Horey    Heik    ib    the   only    wilderness    In    the    lonopah    Area   where    1 
have    had    the    pleasure    ol     hiking     (this    Id    a    HluBlluH    1    tiope    Lu    remedy 
In    the    near    future),     and     ll     had     lung    been    a     lavurlle    ol     mine.        I 
very    much    tavol     lhe    closure    of     tile    Six-Mile    Canyon    mad    because    ot 
the    resource    duiuage    l  licit    la    onunlng    there.       Trout    streams    are    too 
rare    In    this    dry    region   ui     Lite    utate    to    he    u  Isa-aubotJ    by    an 
unnecessary    road    that    causes    atituoi   eiubltm. 


pic  tu 


whlc 


Idkell     111     tl^e    Kawlch 

Kui.ge  and  truoi  the  Lext  In  the-  USA  rc-coma>endal  lane .  1  do  not  under- 
bland  why  at  least  a  port. ton  ut  thin  beautiful  and  ruggea  atea  was 
not  recommended  for  wlldeiness  status.   1  hope  this  omission  can  be 
retlllied  in  the  Final  EIS. 


Thank  yo 
.i.muic-ndatlu 
Jllable. 


I  I., 


udiiig    work    you    liave   done    or,    these 
me    s    copy    of    the    r'inal    hlS   when 


larjurle    Sill 
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*4li  Ciandvieu 
RoAu,    Nevada       by^UJ 
July    7,     1982 


Mr.     Leslie    HtttUTtfe,     Aica    Handle r 
Tocu»g>vti    Se^uru   Area 

p.  u.  bux  m 

ToiiuiJdh,    NV      BVU-.9 
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ILLUMB^ided    will     make    an     Important    addition     EO    tile    national 
Wildtrueuh    System  and    art    Indeed   worthy  ot    thin    protection, 

Sincerely    yuura, 


Betty    Hulue 
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Routing  List    BMDO 


y^t^^tates  ^Department  of  the  Interior. 

'kmc  nrt  o/      „.  BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

fS8B  OCT  34    tfj  ffMfitACiFic  regional  office 


n  i  i  ■■  i 
i.  / .  i  il 


IN  REPLY  BATTLf 

REFER  TO:      MP-750 

120.1 


,-.,  h.  2800  COTTAGE  WAY 

"S^'C^AMENTO,  CALIFORNIA  95825-1898 


OCT  2  9  1986 


Mr.  Terry  L.  Plummer,  District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  1420 

Battle  Mountain,  NV  89820 

Dear  Mr.  Plummer: 

This  is  in  response  to  your  request  for  comments  on  the  Draft  Tonopan 
Preliminary  Wilderness  Recommendations  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

The  proposal  will  not  affect  existing  or  proposed  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
facilities  or  operations. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  the  document. 

Sincerely, 

■- — 1  PV"  "i   /-.  /■ 
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F.  PHILLIP  SHARPS,  CHIEF 
DIVISION  OF  PLANNING  &  TECHNICAL  SERVICES 
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TONOPAH,  NEVADA  PUBLIC  HEARING  TESTIMONY 


57.   Merl  Richard,  Nevada  Miners  and  Prospectors  Association,  Treasurer; 
Nevada  Prospector  Magazine,  Publisher  ~" 

"...we  were  told  that  these  wilderness  study  areas  that  when  we  put  in  input 
into _ these,  that  one  petition  would  count  as  one  vote. "..."So  my  question 
was  in  the  meeting  today,  is  this  going  to  be  run  the  same  way  that  it  was 
when  it  was  originally  started?" 


RENO,  NEVADA  PUBLIC  HEARING  TESTIMONY 

58.  Ross  Smith 

"For  example,  if  one  takes  a  look  at  the  geology  of  the  area,  one  finds  that 
the  rock  near  the  high  plateau  where  the  —  near  the  northern  end  of  the 
area  where  the  Bellehelen  Lakes  are  located  is  different  in  nature  than  that 
of  much  of  the  surrounding  country." 

"That  is  where  the  various  mining  districts  have  been  located  in  the  past." 

These  mining  districts  are  generally  found  —  well,  they  are  found  in  all 
cases  in  various  tufts,  probably  hydrothermically  altered.  The  high  country 
around  the  Bellehelen  Lakes  is  a  quartz  latite.  It's  an  intrusive  body, 
probably  a  plug  of  some  kind,  and  in  my  opinion  not  a  good  bet  for  precious 
mineralization. " 

"Thus _ in  the  FUGRO  and  also  in  the  map  that's  published  in  the  draft  EIS, 
this  is  not  differentiated  from  the  rest  of  this  area  and  no  note  is  made  of 
this  different  rock  type  near  the  crest  of  the  range." 

59.  Warren  Richardson,  Nevada  Miners  and  Propsectors,  President 

"Now,  to  get  to  the  mineral  aspects,  I  notice  in  your  preferred  alternatives, 
the  selection  of  preferred  alternatives  will  give  a  thorough  consideration  to 
any  identified  or  potential  mineral  resources." 

"Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  guideline  has  not  been  followed  by  this  Morey 
Fandango  area." 

60.  Curtis  Spaulding 

"Perhaps  the  EIS  should  point  out  the  economic  values  of  wilderness  which  are 
often  overlooked.  Gas,  restaurant,  groceries,  outfitters  and  other  providers 
of  services  to  backpackers  and  other  wilderness  users." 

61.  Mike  Del  Grosso,  Nevada  Division  of  State  Lands 

"There  is  a  section  in  there  that  talks  about  some  private  land  involved.  We 
would  suggest  that  all  land  acquisitions  proposed  should  be  by  change  wherever 
possible  and  not  through  outright  purchase  by  the  federal  government." 

"I  also  object  to  the  implication  that  if  an  area  is  not  designated  as 
wilderness,  then  the  area  is  going  to  be  destroyed.  This  Is  not  true,  there 
are  no  bulldozers  waiting  in  the  wings  to  destroy  an  area  that  Is  not 
immediately  designated  wilderness." 
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Bob  Warren,  Nevada  Mining  Association,  Executive  Secretary 
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63. 
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"Some  justify  the  lock-up,  and  I  have  used  that  word  with  this  lady's 
permission,  if  she's  still  here,  that  mining  will  forever  destroy  the 
wilderness  values  if  the  lands  remain  open." 

"This  is  an  absurd  conclusion,  in  fact  on  page  33  of  the  EIS  this  statement 
is  made  by  the  Bill  wilderness  evaluators : " 

"All  nine  wilderness  study  areas  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 
primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work  substantially 
unnoticeable . " 

"All  of  us  here  are  aware,  however,  that  several  of  these  areas  were  former 
sights  of  exploration  and  mining  of  minerals,  yet  these  sights  are  eagerly 
supported  for  wilderness  by  the  preservationists  despite  the  evidence  of  the 
earlier  mining  they  know  very  well  that  the  early  day  exploration  and  mining 
have  not  made  the  area  unsuitable  for  wilderness,  and  this  mining  was  conducted 
before  the  district  present  day  requirements  to  mitigate  adverse  environmental 
impacts  on  the  public  lands." 

"On  page  1-1  the  criteria  are  laid  out.  No  mention  is  made  of  the  fact  that 
it  must  be  roadless ,  which  is  the  first  prerequisite  for  any  wilderness  study 
area." 

"Here  now  we  go  into  the  thicket,  BLM  is  now  admitting  that  despite  the  cherry 
stemming  the  roads  do  still  exist  in  the  wilderness  study  areas,  so  BLM  now 
proposes  to  close  them  forever." 

"They  will  be  ripped  out  and  reseeded  or  merely  left  to  revert  to  wilderness." 

Doug  McGibbon 

"My  real  concern,  my  real  reason  for  being  up  here  is  to  express  my  concern 
with  some  of  the  background  materials  that  were  used  in  the  minerals  technical 
report,  specifically  barite  is  the  commodity  I'm  interested  in,  so  I'm  going 
to  restrict  myself  to  that . " 

But  in  four  paragraphs  there  are  just  about  that  many  mistakes  of  a  major  nature." 

"First  of  all,  a  lot  of  people  —  well,  in  the  reports  barite  is  called  an 
epigenitic  ore  deposit.  A  lot  of  people  in  recent  years  have  leaned  away  from 
that,  and  they  think  that  they  may  have  more  of  a  synergenitic  origin.  That's 
really  not  nit-picking,  although  the  nongeologists  may  not  understand." 

"Most  of  the  barite,  as  it  says  in  the  report,  occurs  in  a  belt  coinciding  with 
the  Antler  orogenic  belt." 

"The  next  sentence  mentions  that  the  deposits  are  replacement  types  of 
hydrothermal  origin  occurring  in  carbonate  rocks." 
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"While^that  does  occur,  It's  very  minor,  and  I  don't  know  of  any  major 
companies  or  many  of  the  propsectors  who  hold  much  stock  with  that  idea  any 
more,  so  on  the  basis  of  mineral  potential  we're  eliminating  areas  under  a 
faulty  assumption,  and  that's  where  my  concern  is,  that  this,  regardless  of 
which  alternative  is  adopted,  if  this  group  of  alternatives  Is  to  set  a 
precedent,  we're  basing  that  precedent  on  faulty  information  as  far  as  barite 
specifically,  but  I  think  there  are  other  mineral  related  misassumptions  and 
so  forth." 

"And  another  faulty  bit  of  reasoning  here  concerns  the  Warm  Springs  mine 
specifically." 

"It's  a  barite  mine  that's  described  as  being  located  east  of  the  interpreted 
east  limit  of  the  barite  belt." 

"Well, ^if  we  can  draw  a  line  on  the  map  and  say,  'That's  the  barite  belt' , 
then  either  the  Warm  Springs  mine  doesn't  exist,  which  It  certainly  does,  or 
it's  a  faulty  bit  of  reasoning." 

"The  occurrence  of  significant  barite  deposits  should  define  the  belt  and  not 
the  reverse. " 
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Tonopah  Public  Hearing   Response: 

1.  Merl    Richard    : 

All    letters    and   testimony  were   reviewed    to    determine   if   they   met 
the    required   criteria   for    response,    i.e.,    discussion   of   the 
adequacy   of   the    draft  environmental  impact   statement.      Substantive 
comments   which  presented  new   data,    questioned  facts    and/or  analyses, 
or  commented   on  issues   bearing  directly  on  the   draft   environmental 
impact  statement   of    the   environmental  impacts   of   the  alternatives 
were    fully  evaluated  and   given   responses.       Changes    or   additions    to 
the    draft  have   been   incorporated  into   this    final  statement. 

Reno  Public  Hearing   Responses: 

2.  Ross   Smith    : 

The    text    refers    to   the  high  central  portion  of    the  Kawich  WSA  as 
being  an   intrusive  body.      This   intrusive  body  has    an  exposure  of 
only   a   few  square   miles   extent.      The   ore    deposits    of   the   mining 
districts   around   the  Kawich  WSA  are   indeed  in   the    tuffs,    but 
there   is    the    likelihood   that    these   deposits    are   spacially   and 
genetically   related   to   the   intrusive  body  which  may   represent   the 
final  magmatic  activity  associated  with    the   inferred   caldera  in 
that  part  of   the  Kawich   Range. 

3.  Warren   Richardson    : 

The  Preferred  Alternative  of    the    draft  environmental   impact 
statement   reduces    the   impact  on   the   exploration    for  and   development 
of  potential  mineral  and  energy    resources   by    75   percent.      Mineral 
resources   survey  reports  will  also  be  prepared  by   the   U.S.    Geological 
Survey   and  the    U.S.    Bureau  of  Mines   on    all   areas  with   a  preliminary 
recommendation   as   suitable   for  wilderness   designation.      This   addi- 
tional minerals   information  will  become  part  of   the   information  used 
by    the   Secretary   of   the   Interior  in  making   final   recommendations. 

4.  Carl  Spaulding    : 

Because   these   values    are    difficult  at  best   to   quantify,    it  is   not 
easily   ascertained  what  economic   impacts  would   occur.      Where    these 
could  be   quantified,    they  were    considered  in   the   impacts    discussed 
in   Chapter   Four   of    the    final   EIS. 

5.  Mike   Del  Grosso    : 

The   acquisition   of  private    inholdings  will   occur  only   under   certain 
circumstances;    (1)    the   owner   concurs   in   such   acquisition,    and    (2) 
the  acquisition   is    authorized  by   Congress.      Adjacent   lands   proposed 
to  be    added  to    the  Kawich  WSA  and  Blue   Eagle  WSA  are  public   lands 
administered  by    the   BLM.      These   proposed  additions   are   roadless    and 
in   an  essentially  natural   condition. 
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Reno  Public  Hearing   Responses: 

6.  Mike    Del  Gross o    : 

The   impacts  which   are    discussed  in   Chapter   Four  on  wilderness   values 
are   impacts   based  on    logical    development  which  may   occur  in   the   future. 
It   does  not  mean   immident,    as    in  next  week  or  even   next  month,    but   they 
are    developments    that    could  be   expected   to    occur  within   the   lifetime   of 
this   planning   document. 

7.  Bob  Warren;.  : 

Potential  impacts    to    the  wilderness    character   of   the    areas    are   projections 
of   impacts  which  may    logically   occur  within   the    timeframe   of    this 
planning   document,    an  possibly  within   the    time   it    takes    Congress    to  make 
final  decisions   on    the  wilderness   area   designations. 

8.  Guidance    for   conducting   the  wilderness   inventory  was    contained  in   the 
BLM  "Wilderness    Inventory  Handbook",    issued  in   September,    1978.      One 
of   the    criteria   used    to    determine  wilderness    study   areas  was    the    term 
"roadless".      All   of   the    areas    in   the   Tonopah   Resource   Area  were    deter- 
mined   to  meet    the  wilderness    criteria. 

9.  Please   refer    to    response    #   35-2    to    Canorex  International,    Inc. 


10.    Doug  McGibbon    : 

The  barite   deposits    in   Nye   County  which   occur  outside   of    the    "barite 
belt"    are  not   particularly   large   and   could  probably  not  be    considered 
significant.      A  mineral  belt  is   intended   to    show  a   general   pattern   of 
distribution  and/or   concentration  where   one   is    distinguishable   and 
consequently  will  not   always   include   all  occurrences    of   that   particular 
mineral.      As    are   many   other  points    in   geology,    the   genesis   of   some 
types    of  ore    are   still   unagreed    to  and  often  widely   varying  opinions 
can  be   obtained  by    talking    to   different   experts   on   a  particular 
subject. 
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GLOSSARY 


ACRONYMS 

BLM  -  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

RARE  II  -  The  second  U.S.  Forest 
Service  Roadless  Area  Review  and 
Evaluation. 

WSA  -  Wilderness  Study  Area 

TERMS 

ALLOTMENT  -  An  area  designated 
for  the  use  of  a  prescribed  num- 
ber and  class  of  livestock  under 
one  plan  of  management. 

ALLOTMENT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  (AMP)  - 
A  documented  program  Which  applies 
to  livestock  operations  on  the 
public  lands,  which  is  prepared  in 
consultation  with  the  permittee(s) 
or  lessee (s)  involved,  and  which: 
(1)  prescribes  the  manner  in  and 
extent  to  which  livestock  opera- 
tions will  be  conducted  in  order 
to  meet  the  multiple  use,  sustain- 
ed yield,  economic,  and  other 
needs  and  objectives  as  determined 
for  the  public  lands  through  land 
use  planning;  (2)  describes  the 
type,  location,  ownership,  and 
general  specifications  for  the 
range  improvements  to  be  installed 
and  maintained  on  the  public  lands 
to  meet  the  livestock  grazing  and 
other  objectives  of  land  manage- 
ment: and  (3)  contains  such  other 
provisions  relating  to  livestock 
grazing  and  other  objectives  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  author- 
ized officer  consistent  with  ap- 
plicable law. 

ANIMAL  UNIT  MONTH  (AUM)  -  The 
amount  of  feed  or  forage  required 
to  sustain  a  mature  cow  or  the 
equivalent  for  one  month. 

ASH  FLOW  -  A  highly  heated  mixture 
of  volcanic  gases  and  ash,  travel- 
ing down  the  flanks  of  a  volcano 
or  along  the  surface  of  the  ground 
and  produced  by  the  explosive  dis- 


integration of  viscous  lava  in  a 
volcanic  crater  or  by  the  explos- 
ive emission  of  gas-charged  ash 
frcm  a  fissure  or  group  of  fis- 
sures. 

BAJADA  -  A  series  of  confluent 
alluvial  fans  along  the  base  of  a 
mountain  range. 

BASE,  FERROUS  AND  PRECIOUS  METALS 
-  Those  groups  of  metals  which 
include  copper,  lead,  zinc,  tung- 
sten, molybdenum,  beryllium,  mang- 
anese, antimony,  arsenic,  bismuth, 
tin,  iron,  nickel,  lithium,  thori- 
um, uranium,  vanadium,  gold,  sil- 
ver, mercury,  and  the  platinum 
group . 

BASIN  AND  RANGE  -  A  geomorphic 
province  characterized  by  fault- 
block  mountains  and  intervening 
basins. 

BENCH  -  An  accepted  local  usage 
for  bajada. 

BITTERBRUSH  ZONE  -  The  area  where 
bitterbrush  (Purshia  tridentata  or 
P.  glandulosa)  occurs.  This  is 
usually  on  benches  and  in  canyon 
bottoms . 

BROWSE  -  That  part  of  the  current 
leaf  and  twig  growth  of  shrubs, 
woody  vines  and  trees  available 
for  animal  consumption. 

CHAINING  -  The  process  of  knocking 
over,  for  the  purpose  of  extir- 
pating, pinyon  and  juniper  trees 
by  means  of  dragging  an  anchor 
chain  between  two  large  cater- 
pillar tractors. 

CHERRYSTEM  ROADS  -  Dead  end  roads 
into  a  WSA  which  form  part  of  the 
boundaries  of  that  WSA. 

CLOSED  DESIGNATION  -  Areas  and 
trails  where  the  use  of  motor  ve- 
hicles is  permanently  or  temporar- 
ily prohibited. 
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CRESTED  WHEATGRASS  SEEDINGS 
Areas  where  the  natural  vegetation 
is  removed  or  modified  by  chaining 
or  plowing  and  then  seeded  with 
crested  wheatgrass .  This  increa- 
ses the  productivity  of  the  area 
to  provide  forage  for  livestock, 
wild  horses  and  big  game  animals. 

CULTURAL  RESOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Open  Aboriginal  Site  (Pre-Histor- 
ic)  -  Any  unobstructed  physical 
location,  i.e.,  not  caves  or  rock 
shelter,  of  Native  American  activ- 
ities, either  specific  or  general, 
relevant  to  that  period  of  time 
prior  to  written  history.  The 
activity  may  range  from  specific, 
e.g.  a  quarry,  to  general,  e.g.  a 
permanent  village.  In  general, 
Nevada  written  history  is  post 
A.D.  1850,  but  may  be  as  early  as 
the  1820' s  or  as  late  as  the 
1870 ' s . 

Historic  Sites  -  Any  specific  lo- 
cation which  has  physical  evidence 
of  human  activities  within  the 
period  of  recorded  history  and 
which  can  be  related  to  non-abori- 
ginal peoples,  i.e.  Euro-Ameri- 
cans, Asians,  Afro-Americans  or 
any  other  post  A.D.  1800  immigrant 
group.  The  evidence  may  range 
from  a  single  item,  such  as  a  bot- 
tle, to  mining  related  structures 
and  features,  roads,  ranches, 
towns ,  etc . 

Historic  Aboriginal  -  Any  specific 
location  which  either  through 
intrinsic  evidence  or  archival 
documentation  or  tradition  can  be 
identified  with  Native  Americans, 
such  as  Shoshones  or  Paiutes,  in 
the  period  of  written  history. 

EXTRUSIVE  ROCKS  -  Igneous  rocks 
derived  from  magnas  or  magmatic 
materials  poured  out  or  ejected  at 
the  earth's  surface. 


FAULT  BLOCK 
least  two 
faults . 


A  mass  bounded  on  at 
opposite   sides   by 


FORAGE  -  All  browse  and  herbaceous 
foods  that  are  available  to  graz- 
ing animals.  It  may  be  grazed  or 
harvested  for  feeding. 

GRANDFATHERED  USE  -  An  authorized 
use  taking  place  on  the  public 
lands  as  of  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  (October  21, 
1976). 

GRAZING  PREFERENCE  -  A  basis  upon 
which  permits  and  licenses  are 
issued  for  grazing  use .  It  is  the 
total  number  of  animal  unit  months 
of  livestock  grazing  apportioned 
and  attached  to  base  property  or 
water  owned  or  controlled  by  a 
permittee  or  lessee. 


HABITAT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  -  A 
written  and  officially  approved 
plan  for  a  specific  geographic 
area  which  identifies  wildlife 
habitat  and  related  objectives, 
establishes  the  sequence  of  ac- 
tions for  achieving  objectives, 
and  outlines  procedures  for  eval- 
uating accomplishments . 

HERD  MANAGEMENT  AREA  PLAN  -  A 
written  program  of  action  designed 
to  protect,  manage  and  control 
wild  and  free  roaming  horses  and 
burros  to  maintain  a  natural  eco- 
logical balance  on  the  public 
lands . 

HIGH  ANGLE  FAULT  -  A  fault  with  a 
dip  greater  than  45°. 


HIGH  EROSION  POTENTIAL  WATERSHED  - 
Watershed  areas  that  are  presently 
in  a  stable  condition  but  which 
are  subject  to  high  rates  of  ero- 
sion if  the  native  vegetation  or 
topsoil  is  altered  in  any  way. 
Deliniation  is  based  on  soil  type, 
vegetative  cover,  root  depth, 
slope,  and  climate. 

INTRUSIVE  ROCKS  -  A  rock  which 
consolidated  from  magma  beneath 
the  surface  of  the  earth. 
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KIDDING  GROUNDS  -  Areas  used  by 
female  antelope  to  bear  their 
young. 

LICENSED  USE  -  The  portion  of  a 
permittees  grazing  preference  that 
is  used  in  a  grazing  season  within 
an  allotment  and  which  is  author- 
ized on  a  grazing  license . 

MAAR  VOLCANO  -  A  crater  formed  by 
violent  explosion  and  not  accom- 
panied by  igneous  extrusion. 

MAGMATIC  GASES  -  Gases  associated 
with  molten  rock  or  magma. 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  A  land 
use  plan  for  the  public  lands 
which  provides  a  set  of  goals, 
objectives,  and  constraints  for  a 
specific  planning  area  to  guide 
the  development  of  detailed  plans 
for  the  management  of  each 
resource. 

MINERAL  POTENTIALS: 

High  Potential  -  High  potential  is 
assigned  to  areas  that  contain  or 
are  extensions  of  active  or  in- 
active properties  which  show  evi- 
dence of  ore,  mineralization,  and 
favorable  geologic  characteris- 
tics. All  producing  properties 
fall  within  this  category. 

Good  Potential  -  Good  potential  is 
assigned  to  areas  with  several 
geologic  characteristics  indicat- 
ive of  mineralization,  relatively 
lower  economic  value  of  past  pro- 
duction, and  similar  environments 
but  at  greater  distances  from 
known  ore  and  mineral  occurrences. 
This  category  may  include  areas 
adjacent  to  known  districts  or  in 
mineral  belts. 

Speculative  Potential  -  Specula- 
tive potential  is  assigned  to 
areas  having  sane  favorable  geo- 
logic parameters  and  inferences 
based  on  geologic  models  and  an- 
alogies to  known  favorable  envi- 
ronments.   Increasing  depth  of 


alluvial  cover  over  areas  of  po- 
tential deposits  is  also  a  con- 
sideration in  this  category,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  oil  and  gas 
potential . 

Low  Potential  -  Low  potential  is 
assigned  to  areas  that  are  outside 
any  construed  favorable  geologic 
and  mineral  trend  projections  or 
are  buried  by  over  1500  meters  of 
alluvium  (except  oil  and  gas) . 

MINING  DISTRICT  -  A  section  of 
country  usually  designated  by  name 
and  described  or  understood  as  be- 
ing confined  within  certain  nat- 
ural boundaries,  in  which  gold  or 
silver  or  other  minerals  may  be 
found  in  paying  quantities. 

MOUNTAIN  BRUSH  COMMUNITY  -  Des- 
cribes a  high  elevation  area,  in 
mountainous  terrain  that  is  com- 
prised of  primarily  brush  species 
including  service  berry,  mountain 
mahogany,  wildrose,  chokecherry, 
and  snowberry. 

MOUNTAIN  GRASSLAND  -  Describes  a 
high  elevation  area,  in  mountain- 
ous terrain  that  is  comprised  pri- 
marily of  grass  species  such  as 
bluegrasses,  needlegrasses,  fes- 
cues, and  others. 

MOUNTAIN  MEADOW  -  Describes  a  high 
elevation  area,  in  mountainous 
terrain  that  is  comprised  primari- 
ly of  wet  meadow  sedges  and  grass 
species. 

MULTIPLE  USE  -  "...the  management 
of  the  public  lands  and  their 
various  resource  values  so  that 
they  are  utilized  in  the  combina- 
tion that  will  best  meet  the  pre- 
sent and  future  needs  of  the 
American  people;  making  the  most 
judicious  use  of  the  land  for  some 
or  all  of  these  resources  or  re- 
lated services  over  areas  large 
enough  to  provide  sufficient  lati- 
tude for  periodic  adjustments  in 
use  to  conform  to  changing  needs 
and  conditions;  the  use  of  some 
land  for  less  than  all  of  the  re- 
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sources;  a  combination  of  balanc- 
ed diverse  resource  uses  that 
takes  into  account  the  long-term 
needs  of  future  generations  for 
renewable  and  nonrenewable  re- 
sources, including,  but  not  limit- 
ed to,  recreation,  range,  timber, 
minerals,  watershed,  wildlife  and 
fish,  and  natural,  scenic,  scien- 
tific and  historical  values;  and 
harmonious  and  coordinated  manage- 
ment of  the  various  resources 
without  permanent  impairment  of 
the  productivity  of  the  land  and 
the  quality  of  the  environment 
with  consideration  being  given  to 
the  relative  values  of  the  re- 
sources and  not  necessarily  to  the 
combination  of  uses  that  will  give 
the  greatest  economic  return  or 
the  greatest  unit  output",  (Sec- 
tion 103,  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976 ) . 

NATIONAL  NATURAL  LANDMARK  -  A 
specific  area  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  v*iich 
contains  a  representative  exam- 
ple (s)  of  the  nation's  natural 
history,  including  terrestrial 
communities,  aquatic  communities, 
landforms,  geological  features,  or 
habitats  of  native  plant  and  ani- 
imal  species,  possessing  national 
significance  in  illustrating  or 
interpreting  the  nation' s  natural 
heritage . 

NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC 
PLACES  -  The  official  list,  estab- 
lished by  the  Historic  Preserva- 
tion Act  of  1966,  of  the  nation's 
cultural  resources  worthy  of  pres- 
ervation . 

NONMETALLIC  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
MINERALS  -  Includes  carbon,  dia- 
mond, coal,  bitumen,  asphalt,  bo- 
ron, sulfur,  rock  salt,  etc;  lack 
the  propertries  of  the  metallic 
minerals,  such  as  bright  luster, 
hardness,  density,  and  good  con- 
ductors of  heat  and  electricity. 
Rocks  and  minerals  not  produced  as 
sources  of  metals  but  used  rather 
for  their  own   physical  proper- 


ties. 

NORTHERN  DESERT  SHRUB  COMMUNITY  - 
A  general  term  applied  to  the 
broad  vegetative  types  inhabiting 
much  of  the  intermountain  cold 
desert  shrub  region.  Typical 
plants  include  sagebrush,  winter- 
fat,  budsage,  and  rabbitbrush. 
Several  types  of  grasses  are  also 
present,  including  wheatgrasses, 
bottlebrush  squirrel tail ,  Indian 
ricegrass,  galleta  grass,  needle- 
and-thread  grass  and  Great  Basin 
wildrye . 

OPEN  DESIGNATION  -  Areas  on  public 
lands  where  motor  vehicles  may  be 
operated,  subject  only  to  standard 
operating  regulations. 

PATENTED  MINING  CLAIM  -  A  mining 
claim  where  the  claimant  has  re- 
ceived title  to  the  minerals  and 
usually  the  surface  by  fulfilling 
the  requirements  of  the  applicable 
raining  laws 

PERMITTEE  -  One  who  holds  a  permit 
to  graze  livestock  on  state,  fed- 
eral, or  certain  privately  owned 
lands. 

PINlrDN  AND  JUNIPER  ENCROACHMENT  - 
The  invasion  of  pinyon  pine  and 
juniper  trees  into  a  dominant 
brushland  area  where  pinyon  pine 
and  juniper  have  not  previously 
occurred  or  in  an  area  where  the 
dominant  brushland  is  essential  to 
the  sustenance  of  wildlife  spe- 
cies. 

PUBLIC  LAND  -  Vacant,  unappropri- 
ated, and  unreserved  lands  which 
have  never  left  Federal  owner- 
ship; also,  lands  in  Federal  own- 
ership which  were  obtained  by  the 
Government  in  exchange  for  public 
lands  or  for  timber  on  public 
lands.  Land  administered  by  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

RANGELAND  MONITORING  PROGRAM  -  A 
program  designed  to  measure 
changes   in   plant   composition, 
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ground  cover,  animal  populations, 
and  climatic  conditions  on  the 
public  rangeland .  Vegetation 
studies  will  be  used  to  monitor 
changes  in  rangeland  condition  and 
determine  the  reason  for  any 
changes  that  are  occurring.  The 
vegetation  studies  consist  of  ac- 
tual use,  utilization,  trend,  and 
climatic  conditions. 

RESURGED  CALDRON  -  A  caldera  into 
which  new  molten  material  was  em- 
placed  following  its  initial  for- 
mation . 

RIPARIAN  COMMUNITIES  -  Vegetative 
communities  found  in  association 
with  either  open  water  or  water 
close  to  the  surface;  includes 
meadows ,  aspen ,  and  other  trees 
and  shrubs  in  association  with 
streams  and  other  water  sources. 

ROAD  -  Vehicle  routes  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela- 
tively regular  and  continuous  use. 

SAGEBRUSH  ZONE  -  An  area  where  at 
least  one  species  of  sagebrush 
occurs  and  is  the  predominant  spe- 
cies (includes  Artemesia  trident- 
ata,  A^_  nova,  A.  arbuscula,  A. 
frigida,  A.  cana  and  others) . 

SCOPING  PROCESS  -  An  early  and 
open  process  for  determining  the 
scope  of  issues  to  be  addressed 
and  for  identifying  the  signifi- 
cant issues  related  to  a  proposed 
action . 

SEASONAL  DEPENDENCE  -  The  depen- 
dence of  a  particular  wildlife 
species  on  a  particular  piece  of 
habitat  for  specific  life  require- 
ments during  a  specific  season  of 
the  year.  For  example,  desert 
bighorn  sheep  may  have  a  seasonal 
dependance  on  specific  spring 
sources  or  water  holes  during  the 
dryest  season  of  the  year. 

SHEAR  ZONE  -  A  zone  in  which 
shearing  has  occurred  on  a  large 


scale  so  that  the  rock  is  crushed 
and  brecciated. 

SPECIES,  ENDANGERED  -  An  animal  or 
plant  whose  prospects  of  survival 
and  reproduction  are  in  immediate 
jeopardy,  and  as  is  further  de- 
fined by  The  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973. 

SPECIES,  THREATENED  -  Any  species 
which  is  likely  to  become  an  en- 
dangered species  within  the  for- 
seeable  future  throughout  all  or  a 
significant  portion  of  its  range, 
and  as  is  further  defined  by  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973. 

SPRING  CONCENTRATION  AREA  -  Areas 
within  a  particular  species  habi- 
tat that  provide  essential  needs 
to  that  species  during  the  spring. 
These  areas  are  usually  smaller  in 
proportion  to  the  overall  habitat 
and  result  in  a  higher  concentra- 
tion of  species  during  the  spring. 

STATE  SELECTION  LANDS  -  Federal 
lands  chosen  by  and  granted  to  the 
State  under  the  provisions  of  its 
Statehood  Act. 

SUSTAINED  YIELD  -  "...the  achieve- 
ment and  maintenance  in  perpetuity 
of  a  high-level  annual  or  regular 
periodic  output  of  the  various 
renewable  resources  of  the  public 
lands  consistent  with  multiple 
use",  (Section  103,  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
1976). 

THRUST  FAULT  -  A  fault  that  is 
characterized  by  a  low  angle  of 
inclination  with  reference  to  a 
horizontal  plane. 

TONOPAH  INDIVIDUAL  EXPERIMENTAL 
STEWARDSHIP  PROGRAM  -  An  experi- 
mental program  to  be  implemented 
on  the  public  rangelands  in  the 
Tonopah  Resource  Area.  The  pro- 
gram would  provide  incentives  to 
or  rewards  for  the  holders  of 
grazing  permits  and  leases  whose 
effective  management  results  in  an 
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improvatient  of  range  conditions  on 
lands  under  permit  or  lease.  The 
program  shall  explore  innovative 
grazing  managanent  systems  and 
concepts . 

UTILITY  CORRIDOR  -  A  corridor 
through  an  area  in  which  all 
utility  transmission  facilities, 
both  existing  and  proposed,  are 
located  resulting  in  less  area 
disturbed  and  a  minimum  of  envi- 
ronmental damage. 

VEGETATIVE  MANIPULATION  PROJECTS  - 
Actions  taken  which  alter  the 
existing  natural  plant  communities 
to  achieve  the  goals  of  management 
in  a  particular  area.  There  are 
several  ways  in  which  vegetation 
can  be  altered:  (1)  with  fires, 
(2)  mechanically,  which  includes 
chaining,  plowing  or  crushing,  (3) 
chemically,  and  (4)  biologically. 

WATER  BASE  LIVESTOCK  OPERATION  -  A 
livestock  operation  that  uses 
livestock  waters  which  it  controls 
to  qualify  for  a  grazing  prefer- 
ence on  public  rangeland. 

WAYS  -  A  vehicle  route  established 
and  maintained  solely  by  the  pas- 
sage of  motor  vehicles. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS- 
Identified  by  Congress  in  the  1964 
Wilderness  Act:  namely,  size, 
naturalness ,  outstanding  opportu- 
nities for  solitude  or  a  primi- 
tive and  unconfined  type  of  rec- 
creation,  and  supplemental  values 
such  as  geological,  archaeologi- 
cal, historical,  ecological,  sce- 
nic, or  other  features.  It  is 
required  that  the  area  possess  at 


least  5,000  acres  or  more  of  con- 
tiguous public  land  or  be  of  a 
size  to  make  practical  its  preser- 
vation and  use  in  an  unimpaired 
condition;  be  substantially  nat- 
ural or  generally  appear  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by  the 
forces  of  nature  with  the  imprint 
of  man  being  substantially  un- 
noticeable;  and  have  either  out- 
standing opportunities  for  sol- 
itude or  a  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined type  of  recreation.  Congress 
said  a  wilderness  area  may  have 
supplemental  values,  which  include 
ecological,  geological,  or  other 
features  of  scientific,  educat- 
ional, scenic,  or  historical 
value .  However ,  the  presence  or 
absence  of  supplemental  values 
could  not  make  or  eliminate  an 
area  for  wilderness  designation. 

WILDERNESS  MANAGEMENT  POLICY  - 
This  policy  document  prescribes 
the  general  objectives,  policies, 
and  specific  activity  guidance 
applicable  to  all  designated  BLM 
wilderness  areas.  Specific  man- 
agement objectives,  requirements , 
and  decisions  implementing  admin- 
istrative practices  and  visitor 
activities  in  individual  wilder- 
ness areas  are  developed  and  des- 
cribed in  the  wilderness  manage- 
ment plan  for  each  unit. 

WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA  (WSA)  -  A 
roadless  area  which  has  been  found 
to  have  wilderness  characteris- 
tics. 

WILDERNESS  VALUES  -  Includes  the 
wilderness  characteristics  and 
multiple  resource  benefits  of  an 
area. 
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Cultural   Resources:      S2,    4,    9,    11,    92,    103,    106,    161,    165,    176 

FLPMA:      1,     10,    81,    85,    88,    93,    100,    104,    107 

Inholdings:      10,    21,    79 

Issues:      S2,    4,    9,    85 

Livestock   Grazing:      S3,    S16,    16,    18,    19,    22,    23,    25,    27,   29-31,    33,    34, 

37,    39-42,    44-49,    52-54,    148,    150,    151,    154,    156,    159,    160,    162-165,    167- 

169,    171,    173-175,    177,    179,    182,    183,    185,    186,    188,    190-194,    196,    198-200,   204, 

206-109,    212 

Manageability:      11,    12,    19,    186,    193 

Mineral  Leases:       18,    20,    24,    25,    27,    29,    30,    33,    35,    36,    39,    40,    42,    43, 
44,    46,    48,    50,    52,    54,    55,    81,    85,    88,    93,    104,    107,    145,    148,    151,    156, 
158,    161,    164,    167,    169,    172,    175,    178,    180,    183,    185,    188,    189,    197,    199, 
200,    202,   205,   208,   210,    211 

Mineral   Resources:      SI,    17,    18,    20,    22,    24,    25,  27-30,    32,    33,    34-37,    39, 

40,    42,    43-48,   50-52,   54-56,    100,    144-149,    151,  153,    154,    156,    158-161, 

164-169,    172,    173,    175-178,    180,    182,    183,    185,  187-189,    196-198,   200-202, 
209,    208-211 

Mining   Claims:       17,    18,    20,    23-25,    27,    29,    30,    32,    33,    35-37,    39-42,    43,    44, 
46-48,    50,   52,   54-56,    81,    85,    88,    93,    104,    107,    144,    147,    149,    153,    155,    158, 
161,    164,    167,    168,    178,    183,    185,    188 

Naturalness:      1,    79,    83,    86,    90,    94,    98,    101,    105,    145,    147-150,    154-158,    160, 
161,    163-166,    168,    169,    171,    174-177,    179,    180,    182-190,    192-197,    199,    200, 
202,    205,    207-209,    211 

Off-Road  Vehicles:      S2,    16,    18,   20,    22,   23,    25,    27,    28,    30,    31,    33,    34,    36,    37,    39, 
40-42,    44,    46-49,    51-55,    80,    84,    145,    148,    150,    153-156,    158,    161,    163,    164, 
166,    169,    172,    175,    178,    180,    183,    185,    187,    189,    191,    192,    194,    195,    197, 
198,    200-202,    205-207,   209,    211 

Primitive   and   Unconfined    Recreation:      S4,    6-17,    80,    84,    87,    91,    95,    99,    102, 
106,    147,    149,    150,    155,    157,    158,    160,    163,    164,    166,    168,    171,    172,    174, 
175,    177,    180,    182-188,    190,    192-194,    196,    197,    200,    204,   205,    207,   208,   209 

Proposed   Action:      S3,    S5,    S6,    S9,    Sll,    S15-17,    1,    11-15,    16,    22,    27,    33,    39, 
44,    48,    52,    144,    153,     160,    171,    182,    190,    196,    204 

Scoping:      S2,    4,    9,    10,    11 
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Size:      S3-5,    S13,    S 15 ,    S16,    S18,    1,    78,    84,    87,    91,    101,    102,    105,    145,    147, 
154,    155,    189,    195,    202,    211 

Special  Features:      4-8,    80,    84,    87,    92,    95,    99,    103,    106 

Solitude:      S3-18,    1,    4-8,    80,    83,    84,    86,    90,    94,    98,    101,    105,    145,    147-150, 
153-158,    160,    161,    163,    164,    166,    168,    169      171      172,    174,    175,    177,    179,    180, 
183,    185-188,    190,    192-197,    199,    200,    202,   204,    205,    207-209,    211 

State  Historic  Preservation    (Officer)  :      S2,    4,    9 

Water  Quality:      9 
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